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CHAPTER XVIII ON AMERICAN COMMERCE 


es SURVEYOR by the name of George Washington 


first discovered oil floating on the surface of a creek in western 
Pennsylvania, found that the Indians used it only as medicine, was 
surprised to find that it burned, then answered the Colonies’ call and 
never returned. 


As the Nation grew, more places were discovered where petroleum oozed from 
the ground. Kerosene supplanted.coal oil in lamps, and self-titled Colonel Drake 
was commissioned to try to drill for-oil. After long discouragement, in 1859 came 
the cry ‘Ojil!"’ heard “sound the world. Farmers became wealthy over night. 
Spotted over the nation oil! derritks rose to the sky. The lamps of the world were 
dependent on kerosene. Then a man by the name of Thomas Edison invented a 
gadget called the electric bulb; kerosene Jamps were blown out forever; petroleum 
was apparently through. 


But destiny had other plans. In time the internal combustion engine and, later, the 
automobile came chugging into the scene. Today the United States produces 
two-thirds of the world’s petroleum, giving us not only gasoline but hundreds of 
other products which we all know. There are more than 350,000 oil wells in 
22 States, some of these going more than 2 miles below the surface. Our machine 
age is dependent on petroleum, and thousands visit a monument in Titusville 
erected to the memory of old Colonel Drake. 


The McCormick Steamship Company transports petroleum products between the 
Atlantic and the Pacific, between Pacific Coast Ports, and to the East Coast of 
South America. We are specially equipped to handle your products too, bulk 
or packaged, with care and dispatch. 


STEAMSHIP 
COMPANY 


461 Market St., San Francisco DOuglas 2561 


Eastern Offices: Philadelphia, New York, Baltimore, Pittsburgh, 
Norfolk, Chicago, Detroit, and Buffalo 
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With our vast facilities, both space and 
equipment, shiploads of pig iron, ore, 
steel and other bulky freight are 
handled speedily and at a saving. 







N addition to large, modern piers, with more than 
| 1,000,000 square feet of covered storage space, this 
great terminal also provides vast open storage area 
sufficient to satisfy every requirement. 


In these immense yards, adjacent to piers, are accom- One of twenty-seven gangways 
available for lumber storage with 


direct rail connections all lines. 








modations for the handling of rough lumber and bulky 
freight of many kinds; also more than 5,000,000 board 
feet of kiln-dried lumber can be stored in our specially 
constructed shed, the largest of its kind on the Atlantic 
Seaboard. 

Every modern lumber-handling equipment is provided. 
And our own railroad distribution yards, connecting with 
all trunk roads, enable us to route lumber to inland points 
with a minimum of handling and the very lowest cost. 

Whatever your storage and shipping requirements, 
they can be efficiently and economically met here. Pro- 


vision is made for bulk and packaged freight of every Largest covered shed in the East for 
the accommodation of kiln-dried lum- 
ber. It is 1000 feet long by 92 feet 
wide, with space for millions of board 
feet. Railroad sidings, running full 
length of pier, permit economical 
transfer direct to and from ships. 








description. With railroad sidings on the piers, direct 


ship-to-rail transfer affords further economies. 


Detailed information and rates will be sent on request. 
Address E. W. Stringfield, General Traffic Manager 





opencted 
PHILADELPHIA PIERS, INC. 
330 Chestnut Street’ - Philadelphia 
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ASSURANCE 


As sure as the youngster knows he'll get a hit, so too the 
shippers who use “3-C Highway” to truck their freight in 
C. F. A. know that the service they receive is the finest possible. 





Ne CLEVELAND, COLUMBUS &CINCINNATI HIGHWAY , 


220 ST. CLAIR AVE. N. W. CLEVELAND OHIO 
DIVISION OF U. S. TRUCK LINES 
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The railroads offer you — 


a 60-day “‘Grand Circle” ticket 


to both World’s Fairs 


for $90! 
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- This year plan to see America 
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from Border to Border and Coast to Coast! 


4% HIS land you live in is full of wonders 
to thrill you. 


So let your imagination ramble when you 
plan a vacation this year. 


Would you like to visit both World’s 
Fairs? 


Would you like to take a dip in the 
Atlantic and the Pacific oceans—or see 
rugged mountains snow-capped in July? 


Would you like to fish in a trout stream 
—or the Gulf Stream? 


Would you like to tread in the East and 
South, ground hallowed by your nation’s 
history—see the National Parks—retrace 
the trails of the covered wagon pioneers 
—or visit spots in the West, belonging to 
a civilization so old it has been forgotten? 


Somewhere in this nine-thousand-mile 
swing around the country from border 
to border and coast to Coast you Can visit 
the most modern cities in the world and 
cities quaint with old world charm— 
watch the gleaming rails retreat behind 
you through majestic aisles of northern 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 


pines or miles of tropical trees bending 
under their burden of Spanish moss. 


And you can do all these things on one 
flat rate “grand circle” railroad ticket, 
starting from your home town and bring- 
ing you back again—with stop-overs any- 
where you wish—your own choice of 
routes—and 60 glorious days of oppor- 
tunity to see America! 


Travel by air-conditioned train today is 
so delightful that your vacation starts the 
moment you step aboard. 


The cost? $90 for a coach ticket—$135 
in Pullmans plus the cost of a berth. 
Special Pullman charges for the Grand 
Circle tour have also been established— 
$45 for one or two passengers in a lower 
berth and proportionately low rates for 
other space. 


It is truly the opportunity of a lifetime 
made possible by the coordination and 
cooperation of your railroads. Better talk 
it over now with your local ticket agent. 
He can tell you anything about this great 
travel bargain that you want to know. 


On 
every hand you see evidence 


€rican railroads 


© €arn a living 
regulations and 
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t 1939 now being 


Considered by Congress 





AFAIR FIELD. 


NO GOVERNMENT FAVOR 


IN TRANSPORTATION 
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COAL — COKE— BRIQUETS 
‘*‘Keeping home fires burning’’—and wheels of industry 
turning—are two other vital jobs of the Great Northern 
Railway. Every day of the year, fuel from the huge docks 
on Lake Superior—fuel from Eastern, Southern and West- 
ern United States—is shipped throughout the Northwest. 
Whether you travel or ship this great transcontinental 
railway gives you friendly and dependable service. 


~ 


Aoutzofthe EMPIRE BUILDER 


SEE YOUR GREAT NORTHERN AGENT FOR FREIGHT AND TRAVEL SERVICE 
© 


PORTLAND 
Og sioux city O 
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Q. When merchandise is shipped 


by rail, who pays the cost 
of trucking to and from 
the freighthouse and store 
door? 


A. The railroad. Pick-up and delivery 


is free to all L. C. L. shippers via 


Illinois Central. 


Q. Does this apply to every 


class of merchandise? 


A. Yes, it applies to all L. C. L. 


freight, excepting a few isolated 
articles — everything, everywhere, 
every day. 


Q. Who does the draying? 


A. Illinois Central makes contracts 


uith responsible local draymen. 
Local communities benefit by this 
revenue. 


Q. How does this affect shippers 


who pick up or make their 
own deliveries? 


A. They may do their own draying 


and be paid for this service by the 
railroad at tariff allowance of 


5¢ per cut. 


Ship and Travel 


Q. 


A. 
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SECOND OF A SERIES 


What Do You Know About This? 


What are the territorial 
limits? 

Generally, free pick-up and deliv- 
ery is available anywhere within 
the corporate city or town limits. 
However, local conditions are taken 
into account and territorial adjust- 
ments made. 


. Does free pick-up and deliv- 


ery apply to merchandise 
shipments via Illinois 
Central and other railroads? 
Yes, it applies to every freight 
station in the United States with 
but a few exceptions. 

Can private individuals take 
advantage of this service? 
Yes, shipments are picked up and 
delivered at private homes within the 
same limits as commercial shipments. 


. Has free pick-up and delivery 


on railroad shipments 
proved popular? 

Yes, from the very first, because it 
provides safe, fast and reliable 
transportation at very low cost. It 
simplifies the work of shipper and 
consignee and insures that ship- 
ments will arrive in good condition 
and on time. 


———ILLINOIS CENTRAL— 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribedi by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 








/ 
A LOST OPPORTUNITY 


T IS probably too late now to do anything about it 
but the pitiful fact stands out that, with Congress 
and pretty much everybody else, however their specific 
ideas may differ, admitting that something must be 
done for the railroads in their alarming predicament 
—in other words, at a time never more propitious for 
their getting something approaching what they ought 
to have—they have weakly abandoned the strong posi- 
tion set out in their own program to take up the plan of 
the “committee-of-six,’”’ composed of three representa- 
tives of railroad management and three representa- 
tives of railroad labor, appointed casually by President 
Roosevelt in an effort to bring about agreement on a 


transportation program, and, of course, dominated by 
labor. 

Even if they get all that is proposed in the bills now 
before Congress or in this committee plan, it would be 
but a drop, or, at most, a dipperful, in the bucket. And 
the value of even this dipperful would be offset by the 
fact that public opinion and the opinion of Congress 
would be that they had received what they asked for and 
ought to stop asking for more, so that they would be 
in a much worse position than now in seeking to ef- 
fectuate the program for which they stood before they 
sold out to labor. 

They should have presented and fought for their 
program as at first conceived, notwithstanding that, in 
much of it, they would not have had what they are 
pleased to call the “‘cooperation” of labor, which never 
cooperates except in the interest of things that either 
do not affect it at all or affect it only favorably, and 
consistently pursues the policy of refusing to give man- 
agement even the “whiskers from yesterday’s shave.” 

The railroads themselves have insisted—and right- 
ly—that nothing could avail to save them but a reduc- 
tion in labor cost, yet they abandoned their fight for 
a wage reduction and are saying nothing now about 
necessary amendment of the railway labor act. 
Cowardice is their only reason, much as they may 
camouflage it with dignified explanations of the folly 
of trying to do anything about labor while the present 
administration is in power. Other business men are 
trying to do something about it in connection with the 
Wagner act, and it looks as if they might get some- 
where with their effort; but the railroads will get 
nowhere because they do not start. 

A railroad man recently wrote this magazine a 
sarcastic letter in which he gave the editor credit for 
unusual courage, saying he knew that the editor, if 
confronted with a gun in the hands of a hold-up man, 
would refuse to “give up” and would fight, but that 
he could hardly look for such bravery in others. 

Our reply was that, if we found ourselves in such 
a predicament, we would certainly—unless our temper 
got the better of our judgment—surrender our valu- 
ables, but that we would not, on approaching the mouth 
of a dark alley, imagine that there might be a hold-up 
man lurking therein, that he might come out and stick 
us up, and, therefore, put our pocket book on a fire 
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plug at the entrance to the alley with a lantern above 
it, blow a whistle, and then run. There used to be a 
comic strip in some of the newspapers entitled, ‘Little 
Scary William.” William was afraid of everything, in- 
cluding his shadow, and was generally depicted as flee- 
ing madly with his hair streaming in the wind. We 
never listen to railroad men talk about the present 
situation without thinking of little William. 


A good “public relations” man with a couple of 
girl assistants, if he had access to the information in 
the hands of the railroads and authority to use it as 
he saw fit, could, in a year, probably, convince the pub- 
lic—and, therefore, Congress—that rail wages ought to 
be reduced and, certainly, that working rules and agree- 
ments ought to be revised and the railroad labor act 
amended. But he would be foolish to undertake the 
job—unless the salary for a brief period was large 
enough to compensate him for giving up all else—partly 
because the railroads would never allow him to work as 
he wished, however good their intentions might have 
been at the start, and partly because, if they did allow 
him a free hand, the job would be done so quickly. 


Barring the remote possibility of a prompt return 
of business prosperity and consequent great increase in 
freight tonnage, there are just two things that can save 
the railroads. One is a radical cut in labor costs and 
the other is consolidation. The railroads are doing ab- 
solutely nothing about the former and are lukewarm as 
to the latter. Even the weak “plan” they have for con- 
solidations is accompanied by a proviso that labor dis- 
missed in the process of consolidations must be cared 
for—thus giving away the principal saving to be ex- 
pected from consolidations. 

So, regardless of what Congress may do with the 
proposed legislation now before it, government owner- 
ship will still stare us in the face. Are the railroads 
going to do anything worth while about it or are they 
going to continue their futile course and blame others 
for their plight? 


THE COMMISSION LEGISLATES 


E regret that the Commission has adopted the 

“New Deal” procedure of making the law what it 
thinks it ought to be when it is clearly a question whether 
Congress has taken the same view. We refer to the Com- 
mission’s decision in finance No. 11847, Chicago, Rock 
Island and Gulf Railway Company trustees lease, in 
which it entered an order of approval of lease by the 
trustees of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail- 
way Company of the properties of the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Gulf, subject to conditions for the protec- 
tion of employes who would be adversely affected. 


The Commission said that whatever authority it 
had to approve the lease, subject to the conditions, was 
delegated to it in the last sentence of section 5 (4) of 
the interstate commerce act authorizing it to “ap- 
prove” subject to “such terms and conditions and such 
modifications as it shall find just and reasonable” and 
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requiring a finding that the proposal “will promote the 
public interest.” It said it concurred in the finding of 
division 4 in the St. Paul Bridge and Terminal Railway 
Company case that the welfare of the employes af- 
fected was one of the matters of “‘public interest” that 
it must consider under section 5 (4). It said it was 
simply attempting, in the public interest, reasonably 
to protect those employes of applicants who might be 
adversely affected economically by the grant of au- 
thority against unavoidable but unreasonable and un- 
just burdens that were not in the “public interest.” 

The Commission, in 1932, said, in its supplemental 
report in Consolidation of Railroads, 185 I. C. C. 403, 
that, with a view to protecting employes, it would con- 
sider the imposition of such conditions as it might find 
to be proper and within its jurisdiction. “If any 
doubt exists as to our jurisdiction in the premises, it 
should be safeguarded by Congress,” it said. 

Chairman Caskie, dissenting with respect to the 
imposition of the labor conditions, pointed out that the 
Commission was without authority to impose them, 
notwithstanding that he was fully sympathetic “with 
the humanitarian efforts of the majority” to protect 
the employes, and that the conditions were inherently 
just and reasonable. 

“Had Congress intended to invest us with that au- 
thority, it would have expressed that intention in def- 
inite and unequivocal language,” said he. “Our juris- 
diction is strictly statutory and can not be extended by 
implication.” 

Congress had been asked by the Commission to 
deal specifically with the question at issue, the chair- 
man pointed out, but it had not acted, though it had 
amended the law in other respects. 

Commissioners Mahaffie, Lee, and Miller dissented, 
in part, holding that the Commission did not have juris- 
diction to regulate carrier employment or the compen- 
sation and expenses of carrier employes—a thing the 
majority contended it was not doing by its decision. 

Commissioner Eastman said that, while he thought 
there was reasonable doubt about the matter, he be- 
lieved the Commission was justified in resolving the 
doubt in favor of the condition. 

Now, we assume, the question will be taken to 
court, and “public interest” may be construed in ac- 
cord with the Commission’s views. That will not change 
the fact, however, that here is a matter that should 
have been disposed of by Congress—the legislative 
body. 

It seems to us that the “public interest,’”’ which 
the Commission is permitted to take into consideration 
in matters like this, is confined to the public interest 
involved in questions properly before it—and employ- 
ment of labor is not one of those questions. The Com- 
mission would not say, would it, that it could grant rate 
increases merely so that the railroads could become 
prosperous enough to employ more labor? 

The shoemaker may think as he pleases, but when 
he is making shoes he ought to stick to his last. 
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PROPOSED CODIFICATION OF THE ACT 


HERE seems to be considerable misunderstanding 

in certain quarters as to what is contemplated in 
the proposed codification or, as it is incorrectly re- 
ferred to, the “recodification’” of the act to regulate 
commerce. 

As has been stated in our columns, the proposal 
for codification, embodied in H. R. 4862 and S. 2009, 
came originally from R. V. Fletcher, vice-president and 
general counsel of the A. A. R., when he appeared 
before the House committee. 

It seemed to him, he said, that it would be wise, 
instead of having a part I of the act, dealing with 
railroads, part II, with motor carriers, part III, with 
water carriers, etc., to rewrite the entire act so that 
all regulatory provisions that were in common would 
be put in one place. “Then one reading the complete 
act would find it is a form of regulation that applies 
to all forms of transportation,” said he. Such a treat- 
ment of the act, he said, would tend to discourage, if 
not entirely prevent, the departmental method of ap- 
proach in the regulation of the various forms of trans- 
portation and would promote the “functional’’ method 
of approach that the committee of six advocated; it 
would also avoid a great deal of unnecessary language. 

“For instance,” he said, “you have, in the railroad 
part of the law, elaborate provisions for filing tariffs 
and for making rates; and then you turn over to the 
motor carrier act and there you have a duplication of 
that same machinery applicable to the motor carriers 
as to how they shall file their tariffs and make their 
rates, and if you should adopt a water carrier bill, 
you would have an elaborate provision, and that would 
be a part of the bill probably, for filing tariffs and 
publishing rates. There is no reason why all those 
should not be contained in one place so we would have 
a harmonious and complete act which would apply to 
all the various forms of transportation.” 


He pointed out that it would be necessary, of 
course, to write exceptions and certain paragraphs 
would deal with contract carriers on the highways or 
contract carriers on the waterways, but there was no 
thought of making any changes in the substantive part 
of the motor carrier act—only to take that act and 
the railroad act and weld them together into one com- 
plete and harmonious whole. It was also the purpose 
to put into the act the provisions regulating water car- 
riers “so as to have one complete act rather than to 
have these disjointed, separate, departmentalized acts, 
which would result if we treated each differently.” 

In H. R. 4862, the authors undertook to give effect 
to what Mr. Fletcher had in mind, and a similar process 
was followed in the writing of S. 2009. The first sen- 
tence of H. R. 4862 reads: 


Section 1. The interstate commerce act, as amended, in- 
cluding both part I and part II thereof, is hereby codified and 
amended to read as follows: 

Section 4 of H. R. 4862, for example, covers reason- 
ableness of rates, fares, and charges, and joint rates. 
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It says it shall be the duty of every common carrier, 
etc.. to do certain things, “common carrier” including 
all common carriers by railroad, by water, by air, and 
by motor vehicle, pipe-line companies, express com- 
panies, and sleeping-car companies. Later, there are 
provisions in the section dealing specifically with motor 
or water carriers in certain instances. 

The objectors to this codification charge that, 
in putting together existing provisions of law relating 
to the railroads and the motor vehicles and in adding 
necessary language to include water carriers, etc., the 
authors of the codified bills have made changes in ex- 
isting law and that it is difficult to ascertain just what 
the legal effect of the proposed legislation will be. They 
contend that codification should not be undertaken 
except as a part of a detailed study by a special public 
body detailed to do the job and that would make a 
report explaining fully what changes were involved, 
which report could be studied before hearings to be 
held by the congressional committees on the proposed 
changes. 

Speaking of S. 2009, W. H. Day, for the National 
Industrial Traffic League, said that throughout the bill 
would be found many changes of phraseology or lan- 
guage, apparently resulting from or incident to the 
rearrangement and consolidation of the sections of the 
law, “but many of these changes in phraseology may 
be found on further study to have a far different ef- 
fect than one would credit to them on first reading of 
the bill, or was intended by the authors.” 

A point made by another objector, John E. Benton, 
for the state commissions, was that the laws to be 
codified had received judicial construction and, if they 
were rewritten, ‘we shall, in large part, lose the benefit 
of having a body of law well understood, because al- 
ready judicially construed.” 

The motor carrier industry objects to the codifi- 
cation because, it contends, the result would be to apply 
to motor carriers provisions of the interstate com- 
merce act applicable to railroads that do not fit motor 
transportation, and to the proposal, as explained by Mr. 
Fletcher, to wipe out the “departmental” method of 
approach in regulation—that is, eliminate the Bureau 
of Motor Carriers, for example, and not have rail 
bureaus, motor bureaus, or water bureaus. The rate 
division of the Commission, under the proposal, for 
example, would deal with rates of all carriers. The 
motor carriers have expressed the fear that, under 
such a setup, they would be regulated in the interest 
of the railroads. 

Not content with the privilege already extended 
by the law—of which they avail themselves to the ut- 
most—of issuing free transportation to their employes 
and their wives when they meet in convention to de- 
cide not to give their employers even the whiskers 
from yesterday’s shave, or send representatives to con- 
ferences with management for the same purpose, the 
railroads now propose, in the “codified” bill, to extend 
these same favors to attorneys, as well as officers, of 
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railroad labor unions, whether or not they are in rail- 
road employ. 

Mr. Fletcher, in discussing section 9, relating to 
free transportation, before the Senate committee, cailed 
attention to this proposed change, explaining that many 
of the general chairmen and executive officers were for- 
mer employes of railroads and already got passes, 
though he had nothing to say about the lawyers. Pro- 
vision for such free transportation was not made in 
H. R. 4862, the President’s committee-of-six bill. Sec- 
tion 9, of S. 2009, follows generally section 9 of H. R. 
4862, but the latter does not contain the provisions 
referred to. 

Mr. Chamberlain just don’t know nuthin’ about 
appeasement. He ought to take a leaf out of the rail- 
roads’ book. They could give him cards and spades. 

After mature deliberation, we have somewhat 
changed our thought as to the advisability of attempt- 
ing to “codify” the act while making changes. If the 
changes proposed were all agreed on and sure to pass, 
that would be a different matter, but it might cause 
serious complications if attempts were made, after the 
bills were reported, to amend them on the floor of Con- 
gress or even in committee after they had been re- 
ferred, if the entire language had been changed on 
the theory that they would go through as originally 
drawn. There certainly ought to be codification, how- 
ever, as soon as the new legislation, if any, is enacted. 


RAIL SAFETY RECORD 


“The best general safety record in fifty years was estab- 
lished by the railroads of the United States in 1938,” said 
J. J. Pelley, president of the Association of American Railroads, 
April 27. 

“The number of train accidents, as compared with the 

number of miles run by trains, was the lowest on record in 
1938. The actual number of train accidents in 1938 was one- 
third less than in the year 1937, and two-thirds less than in 
the year 1929. 
— “The accident record for employes, too, was the best in 
fifty years. Fatalities to employes on duty resulting from all 
kinds of accidents in 1938 totaled 479 compared with 666 in 
1937 and 1,348 in 1929. The number of such fatalities in 1938 
was a reduction of 28.1 per cent compared with 1937 and a 
reduction of 64.5 per cent compared with 1929. Compared 
with the number of man-hours worked, there was a reduction 
in 1938 under 1937 of 13.5 per cent in the frequency of 
fatalities to employes in 1938 and a reduction of 31.6 per cent 
under 1929. Nonfatal injuries to employes in 1938 declined 
31.6 per cent in number and 17.6 per cent in frequency on 
the basis of man-hours worked compared with 1937, and de- 
clined 73.1 per cent and 50.8 per cent, respectively, compared 
with 1929. 

“Passenger fatalities resulting from train accidents totaled 
fifty-two in 1938 compared with three in 1937. Of the total 
number of passenger fatalities in 1938, forty resulted from one 
accident for which a cloudburst was responsible. In another 
accident resulting from man-failure, eight passengers were 
killed in a collision. In another accident three passengers were 
fatally injured as a result of a derailment caused by a pas- 
senger train colliding with a truck at a _ railroad-highway 
grade crossing. The other passenger fatality resulted from a 
collision of two passenger trains. 

Fewer persons lost their lives in accidents at highway- 
railroad grade crossings in 1938 than in any year since 1915 
with the exception of one year—1933. Such fatalities in 1938 
totaled 1,517, a decrease of 358 compared with 1937. At the 
same time there was a reduction of 1,118 in the number of 
persons injured. This means there was a reduction of 21.1 
per cent in the number of casualties resulting from grade 
crossing accidents in 1938 compared with the preceding year. 

“Casualties to trespassers on railroad property declined 
from 2,569 fatalities and 2,629 non-fatal injuries in 1937 to 
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2,298 fatalities and 2,429 non-fatal injuries in 1938, or a de- 
crease of 9.1 per cent. This represents, however, an increase 
in the frequency rate of casualties to trespassers since total 
train movements were reduced by a slightly greater per cent 
than the casualties. 


“Taking casualties for all classes of persons—passengers, 
employees, persons at highway-railroad grade crossings, and 
trespassers—the number of fatalities in 1938 was reduced by 
15.9 per cent and the number of non-fatal injuries was reduced 
by 25.7 per cent compared with 1937. Compared with 1929, the 
number of fatalities in 1938 was reduced by 30.7 per cent and 
the number of non-fatal injuries was reduced by 64.6 per cent.” 


MOVING WHEAT CROP 


With the first estimate of the Department of Agriculture 
indicating, as of April 1, a winter wheat crop of 549,219,000 
bushels this year, preliminary steps have been taken by the 
car service division of the Association of American Railroads 
to insure an adequate supply of box cars to move this crop to 
market, says the association. 


All railroads have been circularized with a view to concen- 
trating approximately 40,000 cars on wheat loading lines prior to 
the beginning of harvesting early in June. Railroads through- 
out the country were requested to issue orders, effective at once, 
for the immediate return of all western owned box cars. 


“While the forecast of this year’s winter wheat crop is 20 
per cent below last year’s production, it is nevertheless close 
to the last ten-year average and therefore calls for the same 
protective measures which have been taken by the railroads 
in recent years to avoid car supply difficulties,” said the A. A. R. 
“By virtue of the early planning of the railroads last year, 
drastic orders to ensure an adequate car supply were unneces- 
sary, even with new records being established in some of lead- 
ing terminal markets. 


“Car service division officials are confident that this 
year’s winter wheat crop will be handled without any diffi- 
culty. 


“Nearly half of the entire wheat crop is harvested in the 
southwestern group of states. The movement to elevators in 
huge volume in a comparatively few weeks generally starts 
in that section early in June. Cars belonging to the early 
wheat loading roads are expected to start moving homeward 
almost immediately, with those of the central western lines 
and the northwestern roads, which sections harvest their wheat 
next, being headed in the direction of their respective territories 
shortly thereafter. 


“It is expected that factors in the grain trade will cooperate 
with the railroads in the handling of this year’s crop in the 
same manner as heretofore. Terminal committees, representing 
the shippers and receivers throughout the grain producing 
states, have been created in recent years and through their 
active. cooperation with the railroads and special representatives 
of the car service division the wheat movement has been greatly 
accelerated.” 


I. C. C. APPOINTMENTS 


The Senate April 24 confirmed the nominations of Com- 
missioner Lee and J. Haden Alldredge to be members of the 
Commission. Mr. Alldredge, of Alabama, succeeds Commis- 
sioner McManamy (see Traffic World, Feb. 11, p. 311). 

The name of former Governor LaFollette, of Wisconsin, 
has been mentioned in connection with speculation as to whom 
the President may appoint to succeed Commissioner Meyer. 


A dinner arranged by the personnel of the safety, loco- 
motive inspection and service bureaus which were under his 
supervision as a commissioner was given the night of April 
25 for former Commissioner McManamy. Advised that Mr. 
McManamy would live at Daytona Beach, Fla., and fish and 
swim, the Commission employes presented him with a motor 
boat, a set of fishing tackle and a bathing suit, while friends 
outside the Commission presented him with complete golf 
equipment. Among the speakers at the dinner, which was 
given at the Columbia Country Club in Chevy Chase, Md., were 
M. J. Gormley, of the Association of American Railroads, and 
Luther M. Walter, co-trustee of the Chicago Great Western. 

Members of the Commission, former members, and mem- 
bers of their families entertained Commissioners Meyer and 
McManamy at a farewell dinner at the Shoreham Hotel April 
26. Former members of the Commission who had been invited 
to attend sent expressions of appreciation of the retiring com- 
missioners and regrets that they could not be present. Among 
guests other than members of the Commission of former mem- 
bers were Secretary Bartel and Mrs. Tate, the latter a widow 
of a commissioner. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





With adequate reservations as to 
credibility, it is reported that there 
are friends of the President who 
hope Frank McManamy and David J. 
Lewis will not rub elbows when the 
former leaves office as a commis- 
sioner and the latter takes office as a member of the National 
Mediation Board. They appear hyper-sensitive. They recall 
that McManamy failed of reappointment to the Commission 
because he would be more than seventy when his term ended. 
He was born September 3, 1870. Lewis was born May 1, 1869. 

The rule, were it reduced to print, might be that a man 
who had not done a signal service for “liberality,” as for 
instance, trying to purge an “illiberal,’”’ such as Senator Tyd- 
ings, of Maryland, would be ineligible for appointment to an 
office if his term extended beyond the day he reached seventy, 
while an ardent purger never reached the age of ineligibility. 


What’s the Age 
Rule When a New 
Dealer Needs a Job? 





“A Republican demand that 
Congress lead the nation ‘back to 
recovery’ shared attention today 
with a statement from Secretary 
Hopkins urging increased entrance 
of private capital into productive 
business.” The foregoing is the initial sentence of an Asso- 
ciated Press dispatch from Washington. Colloquially speaking, 
“it listened well” to many a reader, but not so to a man who 
had money to invest or could sell real estate at such a figure 
that the profit. alone would afford a problem in investment. 
Such a situation confronts a friend of Chairman Doughton, 
of the ways and means committee, a New Deal leader, though 
not very enthusiastic in his leading. 

“No,” soliloquized the Doughton friend, when American 
Telephone and Telegraph stock was mentioned. There were 
Paul Walker and the others of the Federal Communications 
Commission, considering a twenty-five per cent reduction in 
telephone rates. So that stock was out. 

General Motors? Hardly; not with John L. Lewis and 
his automobile workers’ union holding a pistol at the head 
of that company. 

The chances are the North Carolina friend of Doughton 
will have to continue seeing his “unearned increment” pile 
up, on paper, and go without income which he would spend 
for greater comfort, and spend now. As it is, Democrat though 
he is, he probably will wait until the era of “soaking the rich” 
and “stabilizing business” passes, though he is only four years 
away from the three score and ten of Bible limit for health 
and vigor. 


What Stabilizing Busi- 
ness and Soaking the 
Rich Have Accomplished 





According to the Nashville, 
Ill., Journal, an increase of some- 
thing more than 1,500 per cent in 
taxes from 1933 to 1938 is the as- 
signed reason for the closing of 
a coal mine, the town’s only in- 
dustry, at the beginning of April and the sale of all the ma- 
chinery and equipment for which there was a market. 

About a hundred miners were thrown out of work. The 
mine had been operated since 1880. Closing of the mine was 
announced by John L. Clarkson. Clarkson, who bought the 
mine in 1917, according to report, made money in the war 
period and made good investments so that the outlood for 
him is better than for some of the one hundred, though some 
of them were thrifty enough to buy themselves homes. 

Clarkson blamed “business” legislation for the closing of 
the mine. The straw that broke the camel’s back, according 
to him, was the unemployment tax that is to become effective 
July 1. As he reads the law, it requires him to pay com- 
pensation to a worker for three days a week whether he 
has work for him for three days or not. In other words, he 
reads it as guaranteeing workers three days’ pay a week. In 
addition, the law would not tolerate a shut down exceeding 
three weeks a year except at the cost of paying the workers 
for all time in excess of three weeks. In 1933, Clarkson said, 
the taxes amounted to not more than $500. Federal, state, and 
local taxes, according to a statement shown the reporter, for 
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the year 1938, totaled $7,706, and that, he figured, was more 
than he could stand. So he just shut down and sold his ma- 
chinery and facilities. The taxes listed by him, some of which 
were not so easy to identify from the names he used, were: Un- 
employment, social security, sales, coal producers’ tax, bitu- 
minous coal tax, and Coal Producers Board tax. 

While the unemployment tax, to go into effect in July, 
was the immediate cause of the abandonment of operations, 
Mr. Clarkson admitted that water trouble was a contributing 
factor, though he said that had been overcome before the de- 
cision was made to abandon the mine. In addition, he said, 
had he remained in operation he would have had to invest in 
equipment to meet St. Louis anti-smoke requirements, which 
it might be suggested, was in the nature of a tax, inasmuch 
as it was imposed by government. 





Unless the “reformed” Supreme 
Court of the United States intends to 
take unto itself the authority to say that 
such and such a tax is unconstitutional 
because it is too high, there are some 
who will continue to think that the 
power to tax under conditions that produced McCulloch vs. 
Maryland, 4 Wheaton, 316, is the power to destroy. They 
will so continue, it is believed, notwithstanding the jeering 
some “liberals” did when the court, in Mark Graves et al. vs. 
The People of the State of New York, on relation of James B. 
Keefe, decided that it was lawful for New York to lay an in- 
come tax on an employe of the Home Owners’ Loan Corpora- 
tion, a federal government agency. 

Those obstinate admirers of John Marshall who, to them, 
is still the great Chief Justice, will continue to think that way, 
even if Justice Frankfurter, rather patronizingly, they think, 
observed, in a concurring view, that it was an “unfortunate re- 
mark” in Marshall’s opinion in the McCulloch case on which 
the idea that a statement might not tax the salary of a federal 
employe was grounded. 

Partly as a flourish of rhetoric and partly because the 
intellectual fashion of the times indulged in free use of abso- 
lutes, the Chief Justice, Frankfurter said, gave currency to 
the phrase that, “the power to tax involves the power to de- 
stroy.” Laymen, it is believed, will agree that the courts later 
carried the idea of immunity, by careless reading of the Mc- 
Culloch case opinion, too far. But some of the laymen, it is 
believed, will subscribe to the proposition that the decision in 
the McCulloch case should always be read with full remem- 
brance of the facts in that case. 

The foundation fact was that Maryland’s legislature had 
enacted a statute entitled, ‘an act to impose a tax on all banks 
or branches thereof not chartered by the legislature.” In other 
words, all non-Maryland banks, including the one established by 
the federal government, were to be taxed while Maryland 
banks went free, simply because the “foreign” banks did or 
tried to do business in the state. 

Under the act, fhe federal bank was to pay a stamp tax 
of ten cents on a five dollar note and $20 on a $1,000 note. 
Or the “foreign” bank could compromise the whole matter by 
paying a tax, in advance, of $15,000 a year “to the treasurer of 
the western shore.” 

“That the power to tax involves the power to destroy. ... 
are propositions not to be denied,” said the Chief Justice, 
speaking about a statute that might as easily have made the 
tax, if any was legal, $1 on a five dollar note and $15,000,000 a 
year as a substitute for the one on each bank note. The power 
to destroy resides in the fact that if it is not discriminatory, 
which was not the fact with regard to the Maryland tax, it is 
not within the judicial power to say it is too high. 

The stretching to unconscionable limits of the idea that 
the power to tax, lawfully, is the power to destroy, caused 
the revolt, and rightfully, against the idea that office-holders 
should be free from income taxes that are not intended to and 
do not impede the national or state governments. The states 
have power even to tax imports to the extent necessary to 
administer their inspection laws. 


The Power to Tax 
Is Still the 
Power to Destroy 





Price reductions and wage increases 
have tripled the purchasing power of 
the American factory wage in the last 
twenty-five years, according to the Ma- 
chinery and Allied Products Institute. Findings to that effect 
have been published by the institute in a booklet entitled, 
“Machinery And The American Standard Of Living.” The 
findings are based on studies of prices of twenty widely used 
machine-made products in relation to the hourly wage rates 
in 1914 and today. 

In that period, factory wage rates rose from 24.7 cents 
an hour to 71.3 cents. Prices of the studied commodities, ac- 
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cording to the same authority, declined 12 per cent. Due to 
the increase in hourly ages and the decline in prices, the 
average American factory worker can obtain the twenty items 
studied with 30.7 per cent of the effort required in 1914. 

But here is the catch, or, perhaps, the fly in the ointment: 
The advantages in terms of weekly or annual wages are less 
because hours worked declined in the period. 

Automobile figures, according to the booklet, show that the 
average automobile, in 1914, cost $1,115. To buy it the average 
factory worker spent the earnings of 4,514 hours, or more 
than a year and a half. The average price of an automobile 
in 1938 was $783, equal to the earnings of 1,098 hours of work 
—for the man who had a job and was employed much of his 
time. Shoes, clothing, and other things presented equally 
pleasing pictures—to the man who had a job. 

The Institute’s conclusion was that the installation of new 
equipment would increase efficiency and make possible the 
production of new and better commodities at lower prices, all 
of which, it said, meant increased purchasing power for the 
entire consuming public. 

And yet.the wise men wtih ability to make figures have 
not yet published the formula for getting and holding jobs 
by those who have long been rated as unemployed persons fit 
and willing to work. 





Shortly there will be nothing vague 
or mysterious left on the earth, so 
greatly has the airplane extended the 
eyes and boots of men. Six-league 
boots are slow in comparison therewith. 

That thought is the product of the 
fact that, by the use of airplanes, Secretary Ickes has been 
mapping Alaska. No more will men from his department plod 
through the tundras of that land, bought from Russia seventy- 
two years ago, out of gratitude, it is suspected, for the help 
the Russian fleet had given the federal government when Eng- 
land was showing an inclination to help the secession states, 
to find out what is in the interior except frozen ground in the 
summer, two or three inches beneath the thawed surface. 


Through the use of the “photoalidade,” an instrument de- 
signed by R. M. Wilson, of the Geological Survey, maps may 
be plotted in the Washington office from oblique photographs, 
shot from airplanes flying in the midnight sun. The maps 
will be topographic. Aerial photographs, says an announce- 
ment by the Department of the Interior, are being empolyed, 
with considerable success, for geologic investigations.—A. E. H. 


Midnight Sun Joy- 
Riding by Map 
Makers in Alaska 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended April 22 totaled 
558,706 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was an increase of 10,890 cars or 2 per cent above 
the preceding week; 34,958 or 6.7 per cent above the corre- 
sponding week in 1938; and 197,542 or 26.1 per cent below 
the same week in 1937. 


All districts, except the Pocahontas, reported increases 
compared with the corresponding week in 1938. All districts 
reported decreases compared with the corresponding week in 
1937. 


1939 1938 1937 

4 weeks in JANUALY ......cccscccces 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
oe i. 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
Nema COGCE AOFE Don. .ccccncsvcves 604,241 523,489 721,229 
Week ended April 8 ................ 535,470 522,049 711,079 
Week enied April 15 2... 6scccsceces 547,816 537,585 746,523 
Week ended April 22 ............... 558,706 523,748 756,248 

a ee ee ee 9,236,497 8,742,063 11,399,151 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended April 
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22 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,131 and 6,099; live 
stock, 1,091 and 965; coal, 24,145 and 16,624; coke, 1,592 and 960; forest 
products, 999 and 863; ore, 761 and 612; merchandise, L. C. L., 38,425 
and 37,385; miscellaneous, 58,343 and 47,837; total, 1939, 131,487; 1938, 
111,345; 1937, 167,426. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,819 and 3,400; live 
stock, 678 and 800; coal, 14,880 and 20,468; coke, 2,050 and 1,643; forest 
products, 713 and 632; ore, 2,599 and 1,106; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,215 and 24,815; miscellaneous, 53,297 and 44,892; total, 1939, 104,251; 
1938, 97,756; 1937, 161,229. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 281 and 212; live 
stock, 116 and 63; coal, 1,188 and 20,465; coke, 491 and 328; forest 
products, 441 and 344; ore, 113 and 249; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,319 
and 5,221; miscellaneous, 5,808 and 5,292; total, 1939, 13,757; 1938, 
32,174; 1937, 48,566. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,128 and 2,751; live 
stock, 875 and 818; coal, 10,347 and 9,194; coke, 336 and 261; forest 
products, 9,450 and 7,568; ore, 1,003 and 457; merchandise, L. C. L., 
27,311 and 26,463; miscellaneous, 40,553 and 39,045; total, 1939, 92,003; 
1938, 86,557; 1937, 109,494. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,330 and 7,432; 
live stock, 2,053 and 2,157; coal, 4,817 and 2,622; coke, 974 and 417; 
forest products, 7,290 and 7,098; ore, 3947 and 2,762; merchandise, L. 
Cc. L., 19,293 and 18,618; miscellaneous, 27,732 and 23,486; total, 1939, 
73,436; 1938, 64,592; 1937, 111,790. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 7,776 and 
8,983; live stock, 5,815 and 5,429; coal, 9,645 and 4,487; coke, 168 and 
143; forest products, 6,327 and 5,020; ore, 3,966 and 4,030; merchan- 
dise, L. C. L., 24,680 and 24,462; miscellaneous, 40,640 and 36,359; total, 
1939, 99,017; 1938, 88,913; 1937, 104,191. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,294 and 3,890; 
live stock, 2,681 and 2,044; coal, 2,727 and 1,499; coke, 99 and 93; forest 
products, 3,236 and 2,637; ore, 424 and 226; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,789 and 11,111; miscellaneous, 21,505 and 20,911; total, 1939, 44,755; 
1938, 42,411; 1937, 53,552. 


ROOSEVELT TAKES BUDGET, ETC. 


President Roosevelt in his first reorganization plan sub- 
mitted to Congress April 25 under the reorganization act trans- 
ferred the Bureau of the Budget, which prepares estimates of 
appropriations for government departments, from the Treasury 
Department to the executive office of the President. 

President Roosevelt said it was apparent from the legis- 
lative history of the budget and accounting act that it was the 
purpose in 1921 to set up an executive budget for which the 
President would be primarily responsible to Congress and the 
people, and that the director of the budget was to act under 
the immediate direction and supervision of the President. 
While no serious difficulties had been encountered because the 
bureau was placed in the Treasury Department so far as mak- 
ing budget estimates was concerned, the President said it was 
apparent that the bureau’s coordinating activities and its re- 
search and investigational activities recently provided for by 
Congress would be facilitated if the bureau was not a part 
of one of the ten executive departments. The transfer will 
become effective in sixty days unless Congress acts to the 
contrary. 

Because of an exemption in the act, said the President, 
it was impossible to transfer to the executive office the ad- 
ministration of personnel but he informed Congress it was his 
purpose to name one of the administrative assistants to the 
President, authorized in the reorganization act, to serve as a 
liaison agent of the White House on personnel management. 
Administration of personnel, said the President, was one of 
three management arms of the President, the others being 
budget and efficiency research, and planning. 

The President also transferred to his office the functions 
of the National Resources Committee which has made trans- 
portation studies, and created the National Resources Planning 
Board in his office. 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Apri! 22 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
{ 1939 30,759 13,309 67,749 
ee NS <5 cc cncicsneceues 1938 32,767 12,276 75,359 
1937 27,730 14,736 119,536 
Preceding week April 15.......... 1939 30,932 12,483 55,049 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 8.4 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 6.1 10.1 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 10.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 9.7 43.3 
1939 493,651 184,342 179,026 
Cumulative 16 weeks to Apr. 22 | 1938 533,548 192,800 1,648,028 
| 1937 466,314 196,955 2,397,414 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 9.0 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 7.5 4.4 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 5.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 6.4 25.1 





Per cent to 15-year average, 72.7. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
5,710 28,456 12,813 152,032 247,878 558,706 
3,845 24,162 9,442 148,075 217,822 523,748 
10,030 36,799 54,714 170,021 322,682 756,248 
5,839 28,024 11,259 154,129 250,101 547,816 
48.5 17.8 35.7 2.7 13.8 6.7 
43.1 22.7 76.6 10.6 23.2 26.1 
112,340 417,359 142,638 2,370,745 3,719,396 9,236,497 
85,299 411,762 116,599 2,357,439 3,396,598 8,742,063 
184,972 559,292 248,776 2,646,719 4,698,709 11,399,151 
31.7 1.4 22.3 6 9.5 5.7 
39.3 25.4 42.7 10.4 20.8 19.0 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 





COTTONSEED TRANSIT CONDEMNED 


SSERTING that practices under the proposed transit would 

tend toward wasteful transportation, the Commission, by 
division 4, in a report written by Commissioner Meyer, in I. and 
S. 4530, transit on cottonseed at Quanah, Tex., has found not 
justified transit arrangements proposed by Quanah, Acme & 
Pacific at Quanah, Tex., in connection with cottonseed inbound 
from origins on its line in Texas and cottonseed products out- 
bound to interstate destinations. Suspended schedules are to 
be canceled not later than May 23 and the proceeding has been 
discontinued. 

On protest of the Fort Worth & Denver City, the Wichita 
Valley, Panhandle & Santa Fe, West Texas Chamber of Com- 
merce, Texas Cottonseed Crushers’ Association and many cot- 
tonseed mill operators the schedules were suspended and later 
voluntarily postponed until July 15. The only shipper oppear- 
ing in behalf of respondent, the report said, was a mill op- 
erator at Fort Worth, Tex. The transit proposed, said Com- 
missioner Meyer, would inaugurate split billing on cottonseed 
and its products, would sanction outright substitution of seed 
received by truck for that received by rail; it made no al- 
lowance for waste or invisible loss in the transit operation, 
authorized unrestricted free out-of-line and back-hauls, and 
permitted the manufactured commodities to move from the 
transit point in disproportion to their relation to the inbound 
commodity. For illustration, said he, only 15 per cent of cot- 
tonseed oil could ordinarily be produced from a given amount 
of cottonseed, yet the transit here proposed would permit 100 
per cent of cottonseed oil to move out against an equivalent 
amount of inbound cottonseed billing. Such practices tended 
toward wasteful transportation, said Mr. Meyer. In conclu- 
sion, the report said: 


It is unnecessary to further detail here other reasons why this 
transit should not be approved. As already explained, other industries 
that now have transit grew up under that system and required it as a 
part of their development. On the contrary, the cottonseed industry 
grew up under the present system which does not include transit, and 
that industry is overwhelmingly against the adoption of this transit. 
Those interested in the cottonseed industry say that the proposal would 


be disastrous to them. The carriers, other than respondent, take a 
similar attitude. 


The situation here is much similar to that considered by us in 
Rules for Storing and Sacking Cement, 78 I. C. C. 693. In that case 
two carriers proposed to initiate the practice of storing and sacking 
cement in transit at Davenport, Iowa, a transit practice not theretofore 
granted by any carrier. That transit was opposed, as the transit here 
is opposed, by other carriers and affected shippers generally on the 
ground that it was not necessary for the industry and would only lead 
to such transit being established at other points, the ultimate effect 
of which would be, as here, to undermine the rate structure. Our con- 
clusions at page 698 of the report in that case have even greater appli- 
cation to the facts of record in this case. 


FOLLOW-LOT CAR RULES 


Applying the opinions it expressed in Freight Forwarder 
Investigation, 229 I. C. C. 201, the Commission, in a report 
written by Commissioner Porter, in I. and S. No. 4531, follow- 
lot cars to Texas, has found not justified proposed rules gov- 
erning the movement of so-called follow-lot cars from Chicago, 
Ill., St. Louis, Mo., and other interstate origins, to Dallas, Fort 
Worth, Wichita Falls and other Texas destinations. The pro- 
ceeding has been discontinued and the carriers are to cancel 
the condemned schedules not later than July 1. 

“A crusader has difficulty in not being carried too far by 
the zeal for his cause,” observed Commissioner Splawn in a 
dissent. “In this instance the majority are apparently swayed 
by a crusade against forwarding companies, and in the zeal 
to discourage both those agencies and the railroads, a sus- 
picious and antagonistic attitude has crept up toward an 
arrangement which seems to be mutually beneficial. In reach- 
ing, their conclusions they have misjudged the real issue in 
an effort to condemn an arrangement which presumably is 
adapted to the particular needs of the respondent carriers, 
designed to render a more rapid service, and to effect operat- 
ing economies in the handling of a type of traffic highly com- 
petitive with other forms of carriage.” 

Commissioner Eastman joined in that expression and Com- 
missioner Mahaffie noted a dissent. 

As typical of the situation, said Commissioner Porter, re- 


spondents maintained from St. Louis to destinations in northern 
Texas three sets of all-commodity or merchandise rates, namely, 
column 75 or $1.73 minimum 12,000 pounds; column 60 or $1.39, 
minimum 25,000 pounds; and column 46 or $1.06, minimum 
40,000 pounds. The less-than-carload rate, the report said, was 
$2.29. 

Rule 24 of the governing classification provides that when 
carload freight, authorized mininyim weight for which is 30,000 
pounds or more, is received in excess of the quantity that 
can be loaded in one car, each car, except the car containing 
the excess, must be loaded as heavily as loading conditions 
will permit, the entire shipment being made to one con- 
signee and destination, and the carrier reserving the right 
to put other freight in the car containing the excess. 

The report said that the column 46 all-commodity rate 
was and is subject to a special rule whereby when the cars 
are less than 41 feet in length the rate applies on two cars 
with an aggregate minimum of 60,000 pounds, without any 
loading restrictions. 

The special rule, according to the report, was invoked by 
the forwarders, which handled a wide variety of merchandise, 
including light and high grade articles. Thus, the report added, 
on a “series” or “battery” of two or three of the smaller size 
cars each,weighing less than 40,000 pounds, they were accorded 
a lower rate than would apply on a single carload of the same 
weight, in contravention of the multi-car principle. This spe- 
cial rule, the report said, had not been of much concern to the 
distributor so long as the forwarder and distributor each paid 
the same rate by the hundred pounds on a given quantity to 
a given destination. However, in 1937 and 1938, the Katy, 
the Frisco, their subsidiaries and the Texas & Pacific, called 
the three respondents, inaugurated the practice of permitting 
the forwarder to ship the lead car to one destination, Dallas 
or Fort Worth, and the follow-lot car to another city, the only 
charge assessed in addition to the column 46 rate being the 
less-than-carload or any-quantity rate on the follow-lot tonnage 
from the first to second destination. 

In the Freight Forwarder Investigation, the report said, 
the Commission found that practice to be in violation of sec- 
tion 6. That practice, it added, was now set forth specifically 
in the proposed revised rules, the declared object being to 
eliminate any possible sixth section violation, although the 
three respondents did not concede the correctness of the Com- 
mission’s finding with respect thereto. The other railroads, the 
report said, did not favor the proposed rules but published 
them merely to meet the competition of the three respondents. 

The three respondents, the report said, urged that the 
practice was in the interest of economical operation in that it 
would save out-of-line hauls, switching charges and per diem, 
resulting in more prompt delivery of the tonnage in the follow- 
lot cars. The three respondents illustrated their contention. 
The fallacy in that showing, the Commission said, was that the 
special rule itself was improvident, in that in waiving the 
loading restrictions of Rule 24 it permitted and encouraged 
the forwarder to use the follow-lot car, not merely under the 
special circumstances contemplated by Rule 24, but in the 
regular and normal course of business, while the special rules, 
by also waiving the destination restriction, would permit and 
encourage a still greater use of the follow-lot car, thereby in 
effect creating a multiple-destination as well as a multiple- 
car rate. That, the Commission said, would encourage the 
diffusion and light loading of cars, the very things which the 
use of the forwarding company was supposed to avoid. 


Even if it was conceded, said the report, that that extrava- 
gance would be tempered by the saving in the service accorded 
the follow-lot tonnage, that would be only at the expense of 
according the follow-lot tonnage rates and services which, as a 
practical matter, would not be available for the wholesale dis- 
tributors in the destination territory. Under the proposed rules, 
said the report, the forwarder and the carrier in effect would be 
performing the distribution service, which would eventually 
curtail, if not eliminate, the operation of the Texas whole- 
sale distributors. In conclusion the Commission said: 


That rule is a perversion of the theory generally offered in justi- 
fication of alternative carload rates, which is that such rates in con- 
junction with their respective minima yield reasonable per car charges 
and that the lower rate is warranted by the heavier loading and the 
consequent saving in the unit cost of the service. Container Service, 
173 I. C. C. 377, 436. This necessarily contemplates that each minimum 
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be loaded in one car. It appears to us that this rule results in un- 
warranted dissipation of respondents’ revenues, and that it opens wide 
the door for unjust discrimination and undue prejudice between ship- 
pers. 


Commissioner Splawn, in closing his discussion of the mat- 
ter, said: 


The only matter in issue is the lawfulness of the operating arrange- 
ment by which the follow-lot car may be moved directly to its destina- 
tion instead of handling it over the longer and less economical route 
through the point of destination of the lead car, which frequently neces- 
sitates substantial back hauls. The lawfulness of the rule under which 
the delivery of the follow-lot car may be made at the lead-car destina- 
tion and the contents then forwarded to final destination by rail or 
truck is beyond the scope of the proceeding. Nevertheless the finding 
made is based on considerations pertaining solely to that rule, which 
the report finds is ‘‘itself improvident.’’ This is done without a scintilla 
of evidence. Whether or not such a rule is unlawful certainly can not 
be determined on a record which is necessarily wholly silent with refer- 
ence thereto. The arbitrariness of the action stands out all the more 
clearly in the light of the use of a similar rule by other railroads and 
in other territory heretofore uncondemned by the majority. 


MOTOR RATES ON BRASS 


Saying that its findings were without prejudice to other 
and different conclusions which might be reached on the further 
hearing in New England Motor Carrier Rates, 8 M. C. C. 287, 
in which the rates on brass and related articles from points in 
Connecticut to points in the New York, N. Y., metropolitan 
area would again be before it, the Commission, by division 5, 
in I. and S. M. 228, New England commodity rates, has found 
unreasonable in certain respects proposed reduced rates on 
brass and related articles. It has prescribed minimum reason- 
able rates and ordered cancellation of the suspended schedules. 

The proposed and the prescribed rates were and are to 
apply from Ansonia, Seymour, Waterbury, Oakville, Waterville, 
Meriden, Thomaston, Bristol and Torrington, Conn., to Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., other than western Brooklyn, and Newark, N. J. 
The Commission suspended the rates on its own motion until 
April 30, 1938, when they took effect because, as the report 
said, of the unwillingness of respondents voluntarily to post- 
pone their effectiveness to any later date. 

The suspended schedules were published for account of 14 
members of Eastern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., said the re- 
port. Testimony and evidence in support of the proposed rates, 
the report said, was principally presented by a witness for Con- 
solidated Motor Lines, Inc. Crowe & Co., Inc., and Laskas 
Motor Lines, Inc., the report said, appeared in opposition. 

From the nine Connecticut origins to lower Manhatton, the 
report said, respondents proposed local rates of 35 cents on 
shipments weighing under 10,000 pounds and 30 cents on ship- 
ments weighing 10,000 pounds and more. The prescribed rates 
are carried in an appendix not herein reproduced. Typical 
rates prescribed, it is believed, are to upper Manhattan from 
Ansonia 35 cents under 12,000 pounds, 29 cents 12,000 to 19,999 
pounds, and 22 cents on 20,000 pounds and more. 

To Brooklyn, N. Y., other than western Brooklyn, from 
Ansonia, 40 cents on 12,000 pounds; 33 cents on 12,000 to 19,999 
pounds, and 24 cents on 20,000 pounds and more. The pre- 
scribed rates are to be made effective on not less than 5 days’ 
notice on or before May 15. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Cranberries 


Fourth section application No. 17654, cranberries to Spring- 
field, Mo. By division 2. In seventh supplemental fourth sec- 
tion order No. 12379 the Commission has eliminated the ex- 
piration date of July 1, 1939, from the relief given in fourth 
section order No. 12379 on cranberries from Wisconsin points 
to Springfield, Mo. The effect of the elimination of the ex- 
piration date is to continue the relief indefinitely. 


Playground Apparatus Parts 


No. 28101, Everwear Manufacturing Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
et al. By division 4. Dismissed. Rating applied and rate 
charged, playground apparatus parts, carloads, Springfield, 
O., to Baltimore, Md., in January, 1936, not shown to have 
been unreasonable. A third class rate of 78 cents plus 5 cents, 
the authorized emergency charge, was applied. The claimed 
rate was 61 cents plus an emergency charge of 4.27 cents 
established after the shipments were made. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 
In MC F-813, Southern Pacific Co., control, Pacific Motor 
Trucking Co., the Commision, by division 5, so as to afford 
opportunity for interested parties to make representations, has 
deferred for 25 days entry of an order approving and author- 


The Traffic World 





Vol. LXIII, No. 17 


SS 


izing acquisition by Southern Pacific Co. from Pacific Trans- 
port Co. of control of Pacific Motor Trucking Co. by purchase 
of capital stock. The Commission said that evidence sup- 
ported the conclusion that substitution of direct for indirect 
control, through elimination of Pacific Motor Transport Co. in 
the chain of ownership between applicant and Pacific Motor 
Trucking Co., would make for simplicity in regulation and in 
corporate organization, and would permit closer coordination 
of rail and motor service. 

In MC F-685, R. C. Combs, purchase, J. P. Page, the 
Commission, by division 5, has authorized purchase by R. C. 
Combs, Houston, Texas, dba Combs Truck Line, of operating 
rights and property of J. P. Page, Centralia, Ill. By the pur- 
chase, according to the report, applicant would acquire access 
to territory in Arkansas and Mississippi, now in stages of de- 
velopment for the production of oil, and to which there was an 
increasing movement of oil-field equipment and supplies. It 
said that his greater resources, organization, and equipment 
would enable him to render single-line service superior to that 
provided by vendor. 

In MC 12040, Albert F. Reinert, broker application, the 
Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation as a broker 
of general commodities between points in New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and the District of 
Columbia. 

In MC F-790, Charles F. Iles and Harold E. McKinney, 
control, Meadows Transfer, Inc., the Commission, by division 
5, has authorized acquisition by Charles F. Iles and Harold E. 
McKinney, of Des Moines, Iowa, of control of Meadows Trans- 
fer, Inc., by purchase of capital stock. It is provided that in 
the event the authority granted is exercised, Meadows Transfer, 
Inc., shall not transport as a contract carrier over the same 
route or between the same points, any commodity which Iles 
and McKinney, dba Iowa Film Delivery, may lawfully trans- 
port as a common carrier. 


REFRIGERATOR CAR MILEAGE 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, division 2, in I. and S. 4572, refrigerator 
car mileage allowances, has found that it has authority to sus- 
pend a schedule that, in one item, proposes to change the 
compensation to be paid for the use of cars owned by both 
shippers and by car companies not owned or controlled by 
shippers. It has further found that it is without authority 
to prescribe the compensation to be paid to car companies, 
not shipper-owned or controlled, for the use of their equip- 
ment. Items covering such compensation, it said, should be 
stricken from the tariff files and the proceeding discontinued. 
The decision is on jurisdictional questions raised by the pro- 
posal of the railroads to reduce refrigerator mileage from 1.7 
cents on non-shipper and 1.75 cents on shipper-owned cars to 
1.5 cents on both classes. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Atlantic Coast Line; and Baltimore & Ohio have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing with- 
in fifteen days from April 24. 

The Alton; and Texas & Pacific have filed applications 
with the Commission for approval of proposed modification of 
signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 
of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission in writing within 15 
days from April 21. 

The Erie; and Lehigh Valley have filed applications with 
the Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
April 22. 

The Alton & Southern; Missouri Pacific; Pennsylvania; 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific; Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe; 
and Wabash have filed applications with the Commission for 
approval of proposed modification of signal systems or devices 
under paragraph (b) section 26 of, the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission in writing within 15 days from April 26. 


PIONEER & FAYETTE NOTES 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12173, Pio- 
neer & Fayette Railroad Co. notes, has dismissed, on request 
of applicant, application for authority to issue not exceeding 
$2,500 promissory notes. 
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HOBOKEN DIVISIONS CASE 


INDING nothing wrong with the divisions assailed, Exam- 

iner E. J. Hoy has recommended the dismissal of No. 27630, 
Hoboken Manufacturers’ Railroad Co. vs. Akron, Canton & 
Youngstown et al., in which that terminal railroad asserted 
its divisions of joint class and commodity rates on traffic inter- 
changed by it with Seatrain Lines, Inc., were unjust, unreason- 
able, inequitable and unduly prejudicial. Conversely the com- 
plainant contended the divisions retained by its trunk line 
connections were and for the future would be unduly prefer- 
ential of the trunk lines. 

Examiner Hoy said this complaint, filed December 31, 
1936, not heard until the fall of 1938, was held up at the re- 
quest of the complainant in the hope that the issues could 
be disposed of by negotiations. The complaint was directed, 
said he, at the primary divisions between the complainant on 
the one hand and defendant rail lines operating west of 
Hoboken, on the other. All but five director qualifying shares 
of Hoboken, according to the report, are owned by Seatrain 
Lines, Inc. 

Complainant, the examiner said, sought divisions of 60 
cents a ton out of non-lighterage free rates and $1.35 out of 
lighterage-free rates. In other words, it was satisfied with 
its division out of non-lighterage-free rates and the only issue 
was as to whether it was entitled to a greater division out 
of lighterage-free rates. 

Because of lack of necessity for loading or unloading to 
effect interchange, the defendants, the examiner said, ever 


since the inauguration of Seatrain Service, had paid the Ho- : 
boken a division of only 60 cents a ton out of the rates whether ' 


moved on lighterage-free or non-lighterage-free rates, except 
that for a while two rail lines had paid Hoboken $1 a ton on 
all Seatrain traffic. 

Determination of the issue, Examiner Hoy said, depended 
on whether certain payments which Hoboken made to Seatrain, 
under contract, might be included in Hoboken’s costs for per- 
forming its part of the through transportation. The payments 
referred to were 40 cents a ton on all freight, other than coal, 
interchanged between Hoboken and Seatrain, under a 1932 
contract; and 73 cents on all freight interchanged between 
them which moved on lighterage-free rates, but nothing on 
freight moving on non-lighterage-free rates. 

The underlying justification for those payments, the ex- 
aminer said, was that, as it was not necessary to load and 
unload cars in making interchange with Seatrain, the defend- 
ants were relieved of an expense of 75 cents a ton for loading 
and unloading which they incurred under lighterage-free rates 
freight interchanged with carriers by water other than Sea- 
train. It was contended that Seatrain’s investment and use of 
patented devices made that saving possible and that the saving 
should accrue to Seatrain and not to the defendants. 


The examiner, after reviewing a mass of cost figures and 
readjusting income accounts said the record warranted the 
conclusion that the former division of 60 cents and the present 
divisions of 63 and 66 cents, which include recent increases al- 
lowed in rates, are sufficient to cover the cost of the service 
performed by the Hoboken and also a reasonable return on 
the property owned or used by it in performing such service. 
He said the payments made by complainant to Seatrain might 
not properly be included as an additional cost of performing 
complainant’s portion of the through transportation and the 
defendants thereby required to absorb them in the form of 
increased divisions. 

“Complainant’s revenue needs,” said the examiner, “appear 
to be at least no greater than those of defendants.” 

The examiner pointed out that some of the costs shown 
in the complainant’s cost figures were incurred in loading and 
unloading freight for purposes of shippers or government in- 
spection. He said it was not shown that there was any duty 
on the part of railroads to do that without extra compensation. 


STRAMP MOTOR OPERATIONS 


In effect, applicant seeks to “eat his cake and have it 
too,” said Examiner John Cunningham in a proposed report 
in MC 89556, W. R. Stramp, dba W. R. Stramp Truck Line, 
contract carrier application, served April 25, recommending 
denial of an application for a permit to transport petroleum 


products from Enid, Okla., to points in Kansas, and empty 
containers on the return trip. 

In addition to rail carriers operating in the same territory, 
Harold C. Groendyke and H. L. McKee, contract carriers of 
the same commodities for the same shipper between the points 
involved, opposed grant of the application. According to the 
report, Groendyke and McKee later withdrew their protests. 
In January, 1937, applicant was operating as successor in in- 
terest to D & G Transport, as a contract carrier under grand- 
father rights claimed in MC 59196, said the report, adding 
that in the following month he sold his equipment to Groen- 
dyke. By application filed with the Commission on November 
18, 1937, applicant and Groendyke requested that the latter 
be substituted for the former as applicant in MC 59196, said 
the report, adding that this was done. For about two months 
after applicant had sold his equipment to Groendyke, he was 
not engaged in motor carrier operations. Late in April or 
early in May, 1937, the report said, he purchased some equip- 
ment from Paul Bacon and resumed the transportation of 
gasoline between Enid and Kansas points. Stramp and Bacon, 
by application filed January 10, 1938, requested that the former 
be substituted for the latter as applicant in MC 59197. In 
the substitution application, it was proposed, however, said 
the report, to reserve to Bacon the claimed rights to operate 
between Enid and nine points in Kansas. It said the substi- 
tution was ‘not granted and applicant filed the application here 
under consideration. Applicant, the report said, discontinued 
~~ alma between Enid and Kansas points in August, 

The examiner said it appeared that Champlin Refining 
Co., which applicant had served in the past, was the principal 
shipper of gasoline from Enid. Presumably, said he, the profit- 
ableness of the operations of McKee and Groendyke were de- 
pendent in a considerable measure on the continued patronage 
of their lines by Champlin. 

The situation here presented, said the examiner, was that 
of an applicant who had at one time held the right to operate 
as a contract carrier of the same commodities between the 
same points for which authority was now sought, and who so 
operated under a contract with Champlin. If this application 
were granted, said he, applicant would be in the same posi- 
tion he occupied before selling his former rights, except that 
he would be richer by the amount paid him for these rights. 
Had applicant not sold Groendyke his claimed grandfather 
rights, said the examiner, Groendyke might have applied for 
this authority and been as much entitled to the permit as 
applicant, thus saving himself the amount paid for such operat- 
ing rights. It was to be remembered, said he, “that the only 
apparent obstacle to applicant’s entry into the transportation 
field as successor to Bacon is the proposed reservation to Bacon 
of the right to serve three points in Kansas.” 


CITRUS FRUIT ESTIMATED WEIGHTS 


Without suggesting complete condemnation, Examiner 
Paul O. Carter, in a proposed report in I. and S. No. 4511, 
estimated weights on citrus fruits, has recommended that the 
Commission find not justified a proposed revision of estimated 
weights on such fruits transported by rail from California, 
Arizona, Texas and Florida to destinations throughout the 
United States. The finding, he said, should be without prejudice 
to the establishment of estimated weights on bases he pro- 
posed should be found reasonable, subject to the condition 
that the resulting charges were reasonable, and in other re- 
spects, lawful. 

Examiner Carter said the citrus fruit industry was in a 
depressed condition due to the increased production, reduced 
consumption, and lower prices. The testimony, he said, was 
unanimous, that it was unable to assume or bear additional 
financial burdens without disastrous results. The increases in 
charges, which he said must be assumed by the growers were 
estimated to be in excess of $3,800,000 annually from Cali- 
fornia and Arizona, approximately $176,000 annually from 
Texas, and between $500,000 and $700,000 from Florida. Those 
estimates, he said, were based on the assumption that the vol- 
ume of shipments by rail would not be decreased, if the pro- 
posed estimated weights were approved. Therefore he went 
into the question of what the proposals would do in the way of 
increasing the charges. 

Although, said he, the establishment of estimated weights 
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approximating the averages of actual weights, based on ade- 
quate test weights, with exceptions noted by him, were ade- 
quate and representative, the Commission should not permit 
the establishment of the proposed weights in the absence of 
proof that the resulting charges would not be unreasonable 
or otherwise unlawful. Proof of the reasonableness of the re- 
sulting charges, said he, had not been made. An order should 
be made, said he, canceling the suspended schedules and dis- 
continuing the proceeding. 

In addition to proposing new estimated weights, the car- 
riers, according to the report, proposed revised rates on fruit 
from Florida to the north Atlantic ports and points taking the 
same rates. On many protests, said Examiner Carter, the 
schedules were suspended until February 23, 1939, and had 
been postponed, voluntarily, until August 23. Hearings were 
held in Los Angeles, Calif., Harlingen, Tex., and Orlando, Fla. 

In recent years, the examiner said, the carriers had been 
admonished to revise their published estimated weights on 
fruits and vegetables so that they would more nearly reflect 
the actual weights of the loaded containers. The admonition, 
he said, resulted in the appointment, under the supervision of 
the Association of American Railroads, of committees in the 
principal rate territories to undertake and complete test weights 
of fruits and vegetables. The tests were made in 1935-1936. 
The revised estimated weights under suspension, resulted from 
those tests. 

Manufacturers of containers intervened in the case as well 
as organizations representing the growers and shippers. 

The principal issues to be determined, said Examiner Car- 
ter, might be stated as follows: Should estimated weights to 
be applied be established on the basis of the averages of actual 
weight; are respondents’ test weights adequate and fairly rep- 
resentative of the actual weights; should estimated weights 
on citrus fruits in containers having the same cubical capacity 
be the same, as proposed by the railroads, or should estimated 
weights in different types of containers having the same 
cubical capacity be based on the average of respondents test 
weights of each type of loaded container; have respondents 
proved the reasonableness of the transportation charges which 
i be applied if the proposed estimated weights are estab- 
ished ? 

The estimated weights proposed, generally, would be higher 
than those in use. Most of the shippers, the examiner said, did 
not object to the principle of estimated weights based on the 
average of actual weights. The examiner said the California 
Citrus League was the only organization which specifically ob- 
jected to the principle of estimated weights on the basis of 
averages of actual weights. It was not entirely clear, said he, 
if its objection would continue if the present transportation 
charges were not increased. 

Dealing with the charges that would result by reason of 
the proposed estimated weights, Examiner Carter said from 
Texas the proposed increases in charges by the package ranged 
from 2.3 to 13 per cent. No evidence with respect to the rea- 
sonableness of the increases, said he, was introduced by the 
Texas respondents. 

The proposed increase in charges on Florida oranges in the 
standard box, he said, amounted to 11.1 per cent. The Florida 
respondents, he said, had not proved the reasonableness of the 
proposed charges. 

With regard to California the examiner said the evidence 
showed that the transportation charges by the standard box 
would be increased from 3.3 to 12.8 per cent and that the 
proposed charges by the car were higher than those on vege- 
tables and other fruits from the Pacific coast over the same 
lines and routes over which citrus fruits were transported. 


The proposed increases from all producing territories, 
except from Florida points to north Atlantic ports, he said, were 
in addition to the increase of 5 per cent in the rates authorized 
in Ex Parte 123. In certain instances, he added, the proposed 
charges would exceed by more than 15 per cent the charges in 
effect prior to Ex Parte 123. In that case he said the carriers 
sought an increase of $54.05 on a carload of oranges from 
California. The total increase as a result of Ex Parte 123 and 
under the proposals under consideration would be $64.58 on a 
carload of oranges, he said. 

The findings other than that of non-justification, proposed 
by Examiner Carter follow: 


The Commission should find that the present rate of $1.42 on citrus 
fruit from California and Arizona does not include compensation for 
the transportation of a greater weight per box than the present appli- 
cable estimated weights. 

That the establishment of estimated weights on citrus fruits on the 
basis of the weight of the fruit in the package plus the weight of the 
empty package is reasonable. 

That respondents’ proposal to establish the same estimated weights 
for all shippers in each producing territory, and the same estimated 
weights on different varieties of the same kind of fruit is reasonable. 

That respondents’ test weights, with exceptions . . . are adequate 
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and fairly representative of the actual weights of citrus fruits trans- 
ported from California, Arizona, Texas, and Florida. 

That respondents’ test weights of citrus fruit in the bruce box are 
not adequate or sufliciently representative to be used as a basis for 
estimated weights on citrus fruit in that container, and that upon this 
record, respondents’ proposal to apply the same estimated weights upon 
fruit in the nailed box and bruce box is reasonable and lawful. 

That respondents’ proposal to base estimated weights on citrus 
fruits in bags on the averages of their test weights of fruit in bags 
is reasonable and lawful. Respondents’ proposed estimated weights 
are on the above basis, except on oranges in the box size bag and the 
half box size bag from Texas. These proposed estimated weights should 
be revised to reflect the averages of test weights of oranges in those 
containers. 

That respondents have not proved the reasonableness of the trans- 
portation charges which would resuit from establishment of the pro- 
posed estimated weights. 


DUAL MOTOR OPERATION 


Believing that the proposed operation might be considered 
even more repugnant to the policy expressed in section 202(a) 
of the motor carrier act than the operations proposed in Troost 
Contract Carrier Application, 8 M. C. C. 9, and Geraci Con- 
tract Carrier Application, 7 M. C. C. 369, Examiner W. R. 
Tyers, in a proposed report in MC 88041, Frank Frazita, com- 
mon carrier application, served April 26, has recommended 
denial of a certificate to transport general commodities between 
Fredonia, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Pennsylvania, 
New York, Maryland, New Jersey and the District of Columbia, 
on the other. 

Applicant proposed to operate between Fredonia, on the 
one hand, and Pittsburgh, Pa., New York, N. Y., Baltimore 
and Hagerstown, Md., Washington, D. C., and Tionesta, Pa., 
on the other, over regular routes, serving intermediate points. 
The application was opposed by rail carriers. The report 
pointed out that applicant had been in business as a produce 
dealer since 1928, and in conducting his business purchased 
produce at farms near Fredonia, assembled or stored such 
produce at Fredonia and from there transported it to Pitts- 
burgh where it was disposed of to various commission mer- 
chants in markets in the regular course of business. 


The record, the report said, indicated that the transpor- 
tation was an incident of the principal business of applicant 
as a produce dealer; that it was in furtherance of such busi- 
ness, and therefore, was that of a private carrier. The report 
further pointed out that at the time of the hearing applicant 
was also engaged as a carrier for hire between Fredonia and 
New York, N. Y., over intrastate routes and was transporting 
coal from points in Pennsylvania to Fredonia and Dunkirk, 
N. Y. Such coal, it said, had been purchased at mines by 
applicant and transported to greenhouses, churches and private 
homes, where he had been paid the cost of the coal plus com- 
pensation for the transportation. The report said that similar 
transportation had been held to be common carriage, and cited 
Carpenter Common Carrier Application, 2 M. C. C. 85. 

The report said that there was no evidence that any points 
which applicant sought authority to serve were not at present 
provided with transportation service by motor vehicle, either 
direct or by interchange, although representatives of shippers 
who testified, desired direct service, without interchange, to all 
of the points and “consider the present motor carrier service to 
many of the points inadequate or unsatisfactory.” It said that 
no convicing evidence of any demand for applicant’s services 
in transporting return loads to Fredonia appeared in the 
record. 

Applicant, by the authority sought, according to the ex- 
aminer, would be permitted to operate over the proposed routes 
not only in one direction as a private and common carrier, but 
in both directions in such dual capacity. He said that al- 
though the proposed operation presented a combination of 
private and common carrier operation, whereas the Geraci and 
Troost cases treated with a combination of private and con- 
tract carrier operation, “there is no important difference in 
principle unless it be that the effect upon other carriers by 
motor vehicle might be more pronounced by the operation 
herein proposed.” 


GREYVAN COMMON CARRIER CASE 


Alleging oversight of facts and questioning the soundness of 
law views of Examiner Garofalo in a proposed report in MC 
14786, common carrier application of Greyvan Lines, Inc., for 
a certificate under the grandfather clause, the applicant has 
filed exceptions and asked for oral argument on the examiner’s 
report recommending denial of the certificate (see Traffic World, 
April 8, p. 784) to operate in states east of Montana, Wyoming, 
Utah and Arizona as well as movements from California and 
Canada. 

Among the exceptions taken by Ivan Bowen, attorney for 
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the applicant, is one to the examiner’s declaration that ‘no 
documentary evidence of any sort was presented in support of 
the alleged operation subsequent to June 1, 1935.” In answer 
to that the exceptant said the examiner disregarded the appli- 
cation, the exhibits attached thereto, introduced in evidence; 
the tariff filed under the rules of the Bureau of Motor Carriers; 
an exhibit of the equipment and its ownership and an exhibit 
showing a truckmen’s agreement. 

But aside from that oversight the applicant asked what 
provision of the motor carrier act or the rules of the Commission 
made “documentary evidence essential for probative value?” 
The examiner said that evidence of operations after June 1, 
1935, consisted of ‘‘statements by the president and treasurer.” 
Mr. Bowen observed that the statements were sworn testimony 
of the witnesses’ own knowledge. The examiner said that, 
“whereas the verified application and the testimony of appli- 
cant’s witnesses in support thereof constitute a prima facie 
showing and a presumption of truth, nevertheless these are 
both rebuttable; and where the record as a whole casts sub- 
stantial doubt upon the verity and accuracy of this showing 
and, in fact, rebuts it, the burden is then upon applicant to 
overcome this doubt.” 

The examiner, says Mr. Bowen, nowhere points out what 
part of the record “casts substantial doubt upon the verity and 
accuracy of this showing,” or where the record “in fact rebuts 
it.” 

No testimony, Greyvan Lines asserts, was introduced by 
the protestants ‘and except for the general innuendo that the 
record ‘‘as a whole casts substantial doubt upon the verity and 
accuracy” of a “presumption of truth of the testimony of ap- 
plicant’s witnesses,” no challenge of the prima facie case which 
the report admitted had been made, appeared. 

The dissolution of a business built up over a period of 
more than ten years and involving the livelihood of several 
hundred individuals, said Bowen, should not be lightly disposed 
of and without a clear finding that the law had placed the 
applicant outside of the category of those entitled to the bene- 
fit of the grandfather provision of the act. Reference to 
“vague” statements, without indicating such statements, or a 
desire for “corroborations” of witnesses whose testimony or 
veracity was not challenged, said Bowen, was not sufficient 
from a legal standpoint to rebut a prima facie case. 

One of the controversies in the case was as to the suf- 
ficiency of the tender by the applicant of the original documents 
underlying tabulations of waybills, made by Bowen. He sug- 
gested that actual tender in the hearing room, of five or six 
truckloads of such papers, was not necessary in addition to 
his statement that they would be produced if they were de- 
sired and the examiner would continue the hearing until those 
who desired might examine supporting data in those five or 
six truckloads. The examiner stopped discussion of the sub- 
ject, according to the exceptions, by saying the case would 
not be continued. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Asphaltic Limestone 


No. 28111, Alabama Asphalt Limestone Co., a corporation, 
vs. Mississippian Railway et al. By Examiner John McChord. 
Rates, processed asphaltic limestone, carloads, Margerum, Ala., 
to Fulton, Miss., proposed to be found unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded the rates on amiesite esttablished by 
the Commission in Interstate Amiesite Co. et al. vs. A. & R. Co., 
172 I. C. C. 100, to-wit, $2.10 a net ton on two shipments made 
April 8, 1937, and $2.31 on the shipments made, respectively, 
August 16, 1938, and December 8, 1938. Reparation proposed. 
Rates of $3.90 were charged on two shipments which moved 
April 3, 1937, and $4.27 on two others that moved, one August 
16, 1938, and the other, December 30, 1938. 


Thread-Protecting Rings 


No. 27704, Tri-State Pipe Co. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. 
By Examiner J. Edgar Smith. Dismissal proposed. Rates 
charged, used iron or steel pipe thread-protecting rings, car- 
loads, Hobbs and Eunice, N. M., and Kermit, Tex., to Bellaire, 
O., shipped prior to the filing of the complaint, April 14, 1937, 
proposed to be found applicable and reasonable. 


Pear Storage 


No. 27949, Pinnacle Packing Co., Inc., et al. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania. Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal proposed. Stor- 
age charges, pears, carloads, Portland, Ore., while undergoing 
terminal handling at New York, N. Y., in January, 1937, pro- 
posed to be found to have been correctly computed. 


Power Shovel 


No. 28117, Field Bros. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. By Examiner 
Leland F. James. Dismissal proposed. Rate charged, carload 
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shipment, power shovel and parts, Erie, Pa., to Roaring Springs, 
Tex., in May, 1935, proposed to be found to have been ap- 
plicable. A joint rate of $1.52 plus an emergency charge of 5 
cents was charged. A combination of $1.38 which was exclusive 
of the emergency charge was claimed. 


Road Oil 


No. 28130, White and Miller vs. Pacific Electric et al. 
By Examiner Alfred G. Hagerty. Dismissal proposed. Rate 
charged, 40.5 cents, petroleum road oil, in tank cars, Watson, 
Calif., to Jaynes, Ariz., shipped in June, 1935, proposed to be 
found to have been applicable. 


Paper Bags 


No. 28138, Arkell and Smiths vs. Alton & Southern et al. 
By Examiner C. W. Griffin. Rates, combination of 57.5 cents, 
Wellsburg, W. Va., to Springfield, Mo., and Coffeyville, Kan., 
imposed on paper bags between October 26, 1936, and Septem- 
ber 3, 1938, proposed to be found unreasonable to the extent 
they exceeded 27.5 per cent of the first class rate contem- 
poraneously applicable, minimum 36,000 pounds. New rates and 
reparation proposed. 


Leaf Tobacco 


No. 28145, Standard Cigar Co. vs. Cincinnati Northern 
et al. By Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal proposed. 
Less-than-carload rates on unmanufactured leaf tobacco, points 
in Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Ohio, to Pittsburgh, Pa., 
applied on shipments between November, 1936, and June, 
1937, proposed to be found not shown to be unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in ‘“‘black face’’ type.) 


South Dakota—MC 95661, John Lind, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served April 21. 
Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between points in 
South Dakota, Iowa, Nebraska and Minnesota, over irregular 
routes. 

South Dakota—MC 95660, Lawrence Johnson, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 148. Served April 21. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock between Norway Center, S. D., and 
points within 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, Ia., on the other, over irregular routes, and mill feed,. from 
Sioux City, Ia., to Norway Center, and points within 10 miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. 


lowa—MC 95339, Albert C. Renfro, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 21. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between Omaha. 
Neb., Lake City and Auburn, Ia. 


lowa—MC 95321, George C. Brown, dba Brown Transfer, 
common carrier application. Joint board 182. Served April 21. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities 
between points in Iowa, Minnesota and Nebraska. 


Ohio—MC 95139, Amedeo Biondi, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 59. Served April 21. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Coal, gravel, sand, asphalt and other 
commodities usually transported by dump trucks between points 
in Ohio, Pennsylvania and West Virginia within a 50-mile 
radius of Martins Ferry, O. 

lowa—MC 95072, Harm Nuis, common carrier application. 
Joint board 144. Served April 21. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. General commodities between points in Iowa, 
Illinois and Minnesota. 

lowa—MC 94870, August Brinkman, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 146. Served April 21. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities, including live 
stock, between points in Iowa and Minnesota. 

lowa—MC 94820, Lenard T. Engel, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 21. Denial of application 
proposed. Live stock, farm products, machinery, and supplies, 
between points in Sac and Buena Vista counties, Ia., and Omaha 
and South Omaha, Neb., over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94566, R. D. Plumley, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 21. Denial of application 
proposed. Specified commodities between points in Iowa and 
Nebraska. 

Virginia—MC 94549, James William Ferrell, common carrier 
application. Joint board 292. Served April 21. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities between points in Virginia, West 
Virginia, and North Carolina, over irregular routes. 
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lowa—MC 94404, H. C. Messenger, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 21. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities between Lake City, 
Ia., and points in the vicinity thereof, and Omaha, Neb. 

lowa—MC 94394, Floyd Edwin Wastrous, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 21. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. General commodities, except groceries, be- 
tween Coon Rapids, Ia., and Omaha, Neb. 

Massachusetts—MC 94207, Daniel M. Weymouth, common 
carrier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served April 21. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods between points in Massa- 
chusetts, on the one hand, and points in Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and New York, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Maine—MC 93162, Malcolm MacLeod, dba MacLeod’s Ex- 
press, common carrier application. Joint board 70. Served April 
21. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodi- 
ties between Dark Harbor and Rockland, Me. 

Massachusetts—MC 93060, Alfred W. Barrett, Jr., dba The 
Race Horse, Ltd., common carrier application. Examiner C. E. 
Brooks. Served April 21. Certificate proposed. Show horses, 
race horses and equipment, materials and supplies incidental 
to the care and use of such animals and household goods of 
owners and attendants, between points in New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 91320, J. W. Jones, common carrier 
application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served April 21. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities 
between Wagner, S. D., and points in South Dakota, Iowa, 
Nebraska and Minnesota. 

lowa—MC 91169, William Hirsch, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 92. Served April 21. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Cream, grain and building materials be- 
tween Thompson, Ia., and points in the vicinity thereof. 

lowa—MC 91128, Paul Hemann, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 92. Served April 21. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities between Stacey- 
ville, Ia., and points in the vicinity thereof. 

lowa—MC 91075, William Hansen, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 92. Served April 21. Permit recommended. 
General commodities within the corporate limits of Estherville, 
Ia., over irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 89693, Pacific Transport, Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner Albert E. Stephan. Served April 
21. Certificate recommended. Lignin liquor between specified 
points in Washington and Montana. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Ohio—MC 89685, Edward Roth, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served April 21. Per- 
mit proposed. Clay and clay products between Blackfork and 
Oak Hill, O., on the one hand, and points in Kentucky, West 
Virginia and Indiana within a 200-mile radius thereof, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 


Vermont—MC 89525, Everett E. Benson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 187. Served April 21. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Pulpwood and forest products, between 
points in Vermont, New York and Massachusetts. 


Indiana—MC 98383, Harry George Warren, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 9. Served April 21. Certificate 
recommended. Specified commodities between points in Michi- 
gan, Indiana and Ohio, over specified routes. 


lowa—MC 89104, Carl Jorgensen, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 181. Served April 21. Permit proposed on 
finding applicant’s operation to be that of a contract carrier. 
Beer, ale, and soft drinks from Milwaukee, Waukesha, Madison 
and Sheboygan, Wis., and Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., to 
Oelwein, Ia., over specified routes. 

West Virginia—MC 87031, Sub. No. 1, J. M. Myers, ex- 
tension of operations—Gallipolis, O. Examiner Allan F. Bor- 
roughs. Served April 21. Permit proposed on finding appli- 
cant’s operation to be that of a contract carrier. New furni- 
ture between Gallipolis, O., on the one hand, and points in 
West Virginia, Kentucky on and east of Kentucky highway 35, 
Pennsylvania west of a line extending north and south through 
Altoona, Pa., Virginia west of U. S. highway 220, and Lynch- 
burg, Va., on the other, over irregular routes. 

indiana—MC 78712, A. R. Miller, dba Miller Transfer Co., 
contract carrier application. Examiner C. Garofalo. Served 
April 21. Certificate recommended on finding applicant’s op- 
eration to be those of a common carrier. Continuance of op- 
erations, specified commodities, over irregular routes in Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, Missouri, New York, Ohio and 
Pennsylvania; also uncrated household goods, between Kokomo, 
Ind., on the one hand, and points in Illinois, Michigan, Missouri 
and Ohio, on the other, over irregular routes. 
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Wisconsin—MC 55236, Olson Transportation Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served April 21. 
Certificate proposed. Continuance of operations, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between points in Wisconsin, on the 
one hand, and points in Illinois and Indiana, on the other, over 
specified routes. 

New Mexico—MC 36190, Sup. No. 1, D. F. Ware, exten- 
sion of operations. Joint board 33. Served April 21. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Applicant sought a certifi- 
cate to transport oil field equipment and supplies between 
points in New Mexico and Texas, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 34792, William Harold Smith, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 27. Served April 21. Permit 
recommended. Continuance of operation, canned goods, fresh 
fruits and vegetables and food products, from points in western 
and central New York to Warren, Pa., over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 31340, Motor Transit Co., common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Mack Myers. Served April 21. Denial 
of certificate or permit proposed. Applicant, successor in in- 
terest to Schaab Bros. Trucking, Inc., general commodities, 
between points in Ohio, West Virginia, New York and Penn- 
sylvania, over irregular routes. 

Ilinois—MC 19553, Knox Motor Service, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 111. Served April 21. On fur- 
ther hearing, certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, 
general commodities, except household goods, over specified 
routes between Davenport, Ia., and Milwaukee and Waukesha, 
Wis., and between Marengo, Ill., and Milwaukee and various 
other points in Wisconsin, Illinois and Iowa. Prior report, 7 
MC. 2m: 

Pennsylvania—MC 19201, Sub. No. 2, Pennsylvania Truck 
Lines, Inc., extension—Fort Wayne to Hamlet. Joint board 
72. Served April 21. Certificate recommended. General com- 
modities between Fort Wayne, Ind., and the Junction of U. S. 
highways 30 and 35 over U. S. highway 30. 

Maryland—-MC 12139, Byron D. Greene, broker applica- 
tion. Joint board 112. Served April 21. Denial of license pro- 
posed. General commodities in interstate or foreign commerce. 

Montana—MC 5039, Herbert Furgason, dba Harlowton 
Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 82. Served 
April 21. Denial of application proposed. General commodi- 
ties between points in Montana over irregular routes. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

West Virginia—MC 1504, Sub. No. 17, Atlantic Greyhound 
Corporation—Warsaw extension. Joint board 103. Served 
April 21. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage 
and mail, light express, and newspapers, in the same vehicle 
with passengers between Wallace and Warsaw, N. C.; also 
special or chartered parties. 

New York—MC 95812, Rose Overmeyer, dba George J. 
Overmeyer, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Con- 
ley. Served April 22. Certificate proposed. Household goods, 
between points in Rockland County, N. Y., on the one hand, 
and points in New York, New Jersey, Connecticut and Penn- 
sylvania, within 150 miles of Nanuet, N. Y., on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

New York—MC 95809, Moe Levey, dba M. Levey Truck- 
ing Co., common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Con- 
ley. Served April 22. Certificate recommended. Electrical 
supplies from New York City to specified points in New Jersey, 
with no transportation for compensation on return, and insulat- 
ing material fromy Linden, N. J., to New York City, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

New Jersey—MC 95724, Madison Express, Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 22. 
Certificate proposed. Drugs, from Chatham, N. J., to points 
in New York within the commercial zone of New York, N. Y., 
with no transportation for compensation on return, except as 
otherwise specified, and household goods between Madison, 
N. J., and points in Connecticut, New York and Pennsylvania, 
on the other. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 


South Dakota—MC 95721, Tony Kuhle, common carrier 
application. Joint board 147. Served April 22. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Live stock between Egan, S. D., and points within 
fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 95717, E. J. Dybdahl, common carrier 
application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served April 22. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock between Scotland, S. D., and 
points within twenty miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, Ia., on the other, over irregular routes, and seed, feed, 
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and binder twine, from Sioux City, Ia., to Scotland, S. D., and 
points within twenty miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95475, Franz Pingel, Herbert Pingel, Hugo 
Pingel, Rudolph Pingel and Walter Pingel, dba Pingel Brothers, 
common carrier application. Joint board 138. Served April 
22. Certificate proposed. Live stock between Tennant, Ia., and 
points within fiften miles thereof, on the one hand, and Omaha, 
Neb., on the other, and agricultural implements and parts, 
lumber, building materials, iron and steel articles, petroleum 
products in containers, feed, flour, seed, coal, hardware, fenc- 
ing, hay and straw, from Omaha, Neb., to Tennant, Ia., and 
points within fifteen miles thereof, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

INlinois—MC 95441, D. M. Chism, dba Chism Trucking Co., 
common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
April 22. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities from 
LaPorte and Indianapolis, Ind., to points in McLean and Liv- 
ingston counties, Ill., with no transportation for compensation 
on return, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Ilinois—MC 95272, Herbert Apple, common carrier appli- 
catoin. Joint board 21. Served April 22. Certificate proposed. 
Coal, points in Vigo,.Clay, Sullvan and Knox counties, Ind., 
to points in Crawford County, IIl., over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be field within thirty days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 95256, Oliver F. King, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 22. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Lime and lime stone products, from 
points in Berkshire County, Mass., to points in Connecticut, 
and to points in a described territory in New York, over irreg- 
ular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 95190, Lester R. Worrall, dba Worrall 
Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 138. Served 
April 22. Certificate recommended. Construction equipment, 
heavy machinery, boilers, tanks, culverts, steel girders and such 
heavy materials as require special equipment, between points 
in Nebraska, on the one hand, and points in Iowa, on the other, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Idaho—MC 95065, Alva Brockett, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 6. Served April 22. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Agricultural commodities, cement and 
brick between points in Idaho and Oregon. 

New York—MC 94161, Joseph J. Brill, dba Dart Moving 
Co., common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 22. Certificate proposed. Household goods, be- 
tween New York, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Con- 
necticut, New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, on the 
other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 94015, Leo Zandi, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Served April 22. Denial 
of permit proposed. Brick, tile and other clay products, from 
Lewis Run, Pa., to points in Pennsylvania and New York with- 
in 200 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 


South Dakota—MC 93672, John E. Bergman, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 148. Served April 22. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Such merchandise and supplies as is dealt in 
by retail grocery and dry goods stores, from Sioux City, Ia., 
to Vermillion, S. D., over specified routes, and eggs on return 
to Sioux City. 

lowa—MC 93454, S. L. Bowman, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 111. Served April 22. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock, over regular and irregular routes, from points in 
Iowa to points in Wisconsin and Illinois. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 


New York—MC 93045, Peter Schiavone, dba Schiavone 
Bros., common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 22. Certificate proposed. Fresh fruit, empty fruit 
containers, fertilizer, and spray materials, from and to de- 
scribed points in New York and New Jersey, over regular and 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 92562, James C. Styles and Benjamin L. 
Styles, dba Styles Express, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer L. R. Conley. Served April 22. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Cottekill, N. Y., 
and New York, N. Y., serving intermediate points and certain 
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off-route points over a specified route; and household goods, 
between Cottekill, on the one hand, and points in New Jersey, 
on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Georgia—MC 89918, James Cody, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 64. Served April 22. Certificate recommended. 
Crossties, logs, poles, lumber, and naval stores, from points in 
Camden county, Ga., to points in Duval county, Fla., and tur- 
pentine still supplies, on return, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Oregon—MC 89372, Amos Edward Robinette, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 6. Served April 22. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities between points in Baker county, 
Ore., and Washington and Adams counties, Ida., in non-sched- 
uled service over irregular routes and between Robinette and 
Homestead, Ore., over an unnumbered highway. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89187, David M. Elliott, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 74. Served April 22. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Brick between Chambersburg and 
Mont Alto, Pa., and Williamsport, Md. 

lowa—MC 88778, Albert Rhoads, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 54. Served April 22. Certificate proposed. 
Live poultry and live stock from Kanawha, Ia., to Chicago, II1., 
and farm machinery and twine from Chicago and Rock Island, 
Ill., to Kanawha, over specified routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 86476, Joseph A. Ferraro and Phillip 
Sansone, co-partners, dba Ferraro & Sansone, contract carrier 
application. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served April 22. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. Malt beverages and contain- 
ers between points in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New York, Maryland, 
and West’ Virginia. 

New Jersey—MC 88582, Fred Triano, dba Triano Trucking 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 159. Served April 
22. Denial of application proposed. General commodities be- 
tween points in New Jersey, New York, and Connecticut, over 
specified and unspecified routes. 

Kansas—MC 71151, Sub. No. 2, C. E. Jones, extension— 
Ponca City. Joint board 39. Served April 22. Denial of permit 
proposed. Petroleum products from Enid, Okla., and Ponca 
City, Okla., one the one hand, to specified points in Kansas, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 66812, Peterson’s Auto Express and Truck- 
ing Corporation, common carrier application. Examiner R. J. 
Flood. Served April 22. Certificate recommended. Household 
goods, over irregular routes, between points in New York, N. Y., 
on the one hand, and points in Connecticut, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, and Rhode Island, on the other. 

South Dakota—MC 62037, Sub. No. 1, Mrs. J. J. Munk, 
administratrix of the estate of J. J. Munk, deceased, dba Munks 
Motor Express—Baltic extension. Joint board 147. Served April 
22. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
to and from Baltic, S. D., as an off-route point in addition to 
authority granted in MC 62037. 

Oregon—MC 53528, David Wilmore Nutt, dba Wilmore 
Nutt, common carrier application. Joint board 172. Served 
April 22. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in Oregon, over regular routes. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 35753, Sub. No. 1, Michael Chasen, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served 
April 22. Denial of application proposed. Specified commodities 
between points in Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, New 
Jersey and New York. 

Minnesota—MC 89704, Harry Barnes and Maurice Barnes, 
dba Barnes Brothers, common carrier application. Joint board 
147. Served April 22. Certificate recommended. Specified com- 
modities between points in Iowa, Minnesota and South Dakota, 
over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 21471, Sub. No. 1, G. E. Bruce and E. I. Bruce, 
dba Bruce Transfer and Storage Co., extension of operation— 
Centerville. Joint board 92. Served April 22. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities between Croydon, and Centerville, 
Ia., over Iowa highway 3, serving all intermediate points. 

Colorado—MC 12123, Edward O. Milburn, broker applica- 
tion. Examiner F. D. Binkley. Served April 22. Denial of 
license proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween points in Colorado, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas and Wyoming. 

Florida—MC 6699, Sub. No. 1, James H. Wise, dba Wise 
Motor Lines, Fort Walton extension. Joint board 98. April 
22. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, from 
Crestview to Niceville, Fla., over specified routes. 

Connecticut—MC 1193, Sub. No. 1, New Haven & Shore 
Line Railway Co., Inc., extension—New Haven-Colchester. Joint 
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board 227. Served April 22. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over regular routes between New 
Haven and Colchester, Conn., and between East Hampton and 
Moodus, Conn. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Oregon—MC 579, Sub. No. 1, Theodore Hansen, dba Han- 
sen-Keller Truck Line, extension of operations—Idaho. Joint 
board 181. Served April 22. Denial of application for a cer- 
tificate proposed. Heavy machinery and building road contrac- 
tors’ equipment and supplies between points in Oregon and 
Washington, on the one hand, and points in Idaho, on the other, 
over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
25 days from date of service. 

Ohio—MC 89962, Lester W. Rawson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 61. Served April 22. Certificate pro- 
posed. Such bulk commodities as are usually transported in 
dump truck equipment, between points in Marshall, Ohio, 
Brooke and Hancock counties, W. Va., on the one hand, and 
points in Belmont, Jefferson, Harrison, Carroll and Columbiana 
counties, O., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Florida—MC 100146, G. F. Tresher, dba Roofing Carriers, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 64. Served April 
25. Denial of application proposed. Roofing and roofing sup- 
plies, Port Wentworth (Savannah) Ga., to all points in Florida, 
over irregular routes. 

Utah—MC 95797, James Wilkins, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 241. Served April 25. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed on finding applicant’s operation to be that of a 
private carrier, for which no authority is required from the 
Commission. Applicant sought a certificate to transport gen- 
eral commodities between Salt Lake City, Utah, on the one 
hand, and points in Utah, on the other. Modified procedure. 
Hearing or request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95687, Lawrence D. Nelson and Violet O. 
Nelson, copartners, dba Lawrence D. and Violet O. Nelson, 
common carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served 
April 25. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Wyoming, South Dakota, Nebraska and Iowa. 

lowa—MC 95555, Joe Mackey, common carrier application. 
Joint board 138. Served April 25. Denial of application pro- 
posed. Live stock, feeds, machinery, lumber, farm supplies 
and necessities, between Omaha, Neb., and points in Iowa. 

South Dakota—MC 95548, Arthur W. Schwartz, common 
carrier application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served 
April 25. Certificate recommended. Live stock between 
Miller, S. D., and points within twenty miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other. over irregular 
routes, and emigrant movables between Miller, S. D., and 
points within twenty miles thereof, on the one hand, and points 
in North Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa and Nebraska, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 95424, Chris Vander Werf, common 
carrier application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served 
April 25. Certificate proposed. Nursery stock, grains and 
emigrant movables, between Colton, S. D., and farms only with- 
in twenty miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in Iowa, 
Minnesota and Nebraska, on the other, over irregular routes, 
and live stock between Colton, S. D., and farms only within 
twenty miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 95422, Hugh Kissick, common carrier 
application. Joint board 270. Served April 25. Certificate 
recommended. Passengers, baggage of passengers, and ex- 
press between Belle Fourche, S. D., and Broadus, Mont., over 
a specified route, serving all intermediate points and the off- 
route point of Piniele, Mont. 

lowa—MC 95279, Clifford Keiser, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 25. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Rockwell City, Ia., and points 
within a radius of ten miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
Omaha, Neb., on the other, and feed from Omaha to Rock- 
well City, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 95108, George H. Schwartz, contract 
carrier application. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served April 
25. Permit proposed. Butter from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Youngs- 
ville and New York, N. Y., radiators from McKeesport, Pa., 
to Boston, Mass., and fish from Boston, Beach Haven, Wild- 
wood, and Cape May, N. J., to Pittsburgh, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 94934, Oliver W. Ruyle, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served April 25. Denial 
of application proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Nebraska, western Iowa, northern Kansas and St. Joseph, 
Mo., over irregular routes. 

Maryland—MC 94777, Conrad C. Keim, dba Keim’s Trans- 
fer, contract carrier application. Joint board 112. Served 
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April 25. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in Maryland. 

lowa—MC 94572, L. W. Irwin, dba Service Transfer Co., 
common carrier application. Joint board 138. Served April 
25. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Iowa and Nebraska, over irregular routes. 

Georgia—MC 94453, T. L. Lodge, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 64. Served April 25. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Rosin, turpentine and rosin batting be- 
tween Cairo, Ga., and points within fiften miles thereof, and 
Jacksonville, Fla. 

lowa—MC 94332, Al Porter, common carrier application. 
Joint board 146. Served April 25. Denial of application pro- 
posed. General commodities, except gasoline and oil, between 
points in Iowa and Minnesota, over irregular routes. 

Maryland—MC 93863, Sub. No. 1, H. M. Withington, 
extension, fertilizer, feeds and dairy equipment. Examiner 
H. J. Vinskey. Served April 25. Denial of application for a 
permit proposed. Fertilizer, feeds and dairy products be- 
tween Baltimore, Md., and points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, West Virginia and the District of Columbia, over 
irregular routes. 

Delaware—MC 93222, Harry N. Morgan, common carrier 
application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 25. Denial 
for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities be- 
tween points in Maryland, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Ohio, New 
Jersey, New York, Virginia, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, North Carolina and the District of Columbia within a 
radius of 500 miles of Cheswold, Del. 

Alabama—MC 89926, J. R. Crow, dba Troy-Elba-Dothan 
Bus Line, common carrier application. Joint board 157. 
Served April 25. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers between points in Alabama and Columbus, 
Ga., over regular routes. 

_ Pennsylvania—MC 89885, John McGill, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served April 25. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Passengers and baggage in the same vehicle 
with passengers between points in Pennsylvania, on the one 
hand, and points in New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Ohio, and 
the District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes, re- 
stricted to special or charter parties originating at Blandburg, 
Patton, Coalport, and Irvona, Pa. 

Nebraska—MC 89844, R. A. Babcock, dba Babcock Oil Co., 
common carrier application. Joint board 198. Served April 25. 
Denial of application proposed. Refined petroleum products, in 
bulk, from refining and distributing points in Wyoming to 
specified points in Nebraska, over irregular routes; and from 
Denver, Colo., over a regular route to the Colorado-Nebraska 
state line, thence to specified points in Nebraska. 

lowa—MC 89465, Rosenthal Transfer & Storage Co., Inc.. 
common carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served 
April 25. Denial of certificate recommended. Household goods 
and emigrant movables between Sioux City, Ia., and points 
within a radius of 50 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points 
in North and South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Minnesota, Iowa, 


Missouri, Wisconsin and Illinois, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 


lowa—MC 86201, James L. Laughlin, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 25. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, Imogene, Ia., and farms within a 15-mile 
radius thereof, to Omaha, Neb., and feeder cattle, feeds, lumber, 
fencing materials, and builders hardware from Omaha, Neb., to 
Imogene and farms in a described area, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 85155, George F. Crouthamel, common 
carrier application. Examiner C. F. Price. Served April 25. 
Certificate proposed. Specified commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

lowa—MC 81459, Sub. No. 1, Dairy Dispatch Co., extension 
of operations. Joint board 92. Served April 25. Applicant’s 
operation proposed to be found that of a common carrier. 
Denial of certificate recommended. Dairy products, eggs, and 
dressed poultry, points in northeastern Iowa, east of U. S. high- 
way 69 and north of U. S. highway 30, on the one hand, and 
Dubuque, Ia., on the other. 

New Jersey—MC 58998, Sub. No. 1, Anchor Warehouse Co., 
Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. 
Served April 25. Denial of application proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between points in New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, within 75 miles of Trenton, 
N. J., over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 50404, Sub. No. 2, T. B. Longshore extension of 
operations—Ohio and Kentucky. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. 
Served April 25. Permit recommended. Steel, steel products, 
and materials and supplies used in operation and maintenance 
of plants producing steel and steel products between Middle- 
town. O., Ashland, Ky., and Huntington, W. Va., on the one 
hand, and points in Ohio and Kentucky, on and east of Ken- 
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tucky highway 25, on the other, over irregular routes. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in South Carolina, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana and Illinois. 

Oregon—MC 43479, Sub. No. 3, R. E. Stiff, Jr., extension 
of operations—Umatilla. Joint board 81. Served April 25. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Liquid petroleum products, in bulk, from 
Portland, The Dalles, and Umatilla, Ore., and Attalia, Wash., 
t2 points in Idaho, over specified routes. Exceptions, if any 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 27851, Marinus Bobeldyk, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 148. Served April 25. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. Live stock, feed, seed, grain, and raw farm 
products, between Inwood, Ia., and points within 15 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., on the other, 
over regular and irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 37473, Sub. No. 1, Detroit-Pittsburgh Motor 
Freight, Inc., Michigan extension. Joint board 76. Served 
April 25. Dismissal of application for a certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities from and to points in Michigan. At the 
hearing, said the report, applicant and protestants waived the 
introduction of any further evidence until the hearing in the 
general extension case, MC 37473, Sub. No. 2. 

Ohio—MC 37473, Detroit-Pittsburgh Motor Freight, Inc., 
common carrier application, embracing also Sub. No. 2, Same, 
general extension. Examiner David Waters. Served April 25. 
Certificate proposed. Specified commodities, between described 
points in Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Indiana and 
West Virginia, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 19212, Sub. No. 1, E. W. Irwin and Roy 
L. Irwin, extension of operations to Pittsburgh. Joint board 65. 
Served April 25. Certificate proposed. General commodities be- 
tween Meadville and Pittsburgh, Pa., over specified routes. 

Louisiana—MC 8768, Sub. No. 2, Security Storage & Van 
Co., extension of operations. Examiner C. E. Simmons. Served 
April 25. Certificate recommended. Household goods, new and 
used furniture, office effects and equipment, between points in 
Louisiana, on the one hand, and points in Mississippi, Tennessee, 
Arkansas, Georgia, Florida, Missouri, Illinois, Alabama and 
Texas, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Maryland—MC 2185, Sub. No. 1, Job M. Fosler, dba Park- 
ville Trucking Co., extension. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served 
April 25. Denial of application for a permit proposed. Chemicals 
and fertilizer and chemical containers between points in Mary- 
land, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Columbia, over irregular 
routes. 

Oregon—MC 480, Sub. No. 3, T. W. Laird, dba Klamath 
Falls—Malin Freight Line, extension of operations—aAlturas, 
Calif. Examiner Albert E. Stephan. Served April 25. Certifi- 
cate proposed. General commodities with exceptions, between 
specified points in California. 

Massachusetts—MC 93287, Larry Legere, dba Larry’s Fur- 
niture Moving Service, common carrier application. Examiner 
L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served April 25. Denial of application 
and discontinuance of operations proposed. Household goods 
between New Bedford, Mass., and points within 5 miles of 
New Bedford, and points in Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, 
and Quebec, Canada, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 3076, Sub. No. 1, Karn’s Transfer, Inc., 
extension of operations. Examiner C. F. Price. Served April 
25. Denial of application for a certificate proposed. Acetate 
rayon yarn and other specified products and articles between 
Meadville, Pa., and points in Connecticut, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island, and a part of 
Virginia. 

Nebraska—MC 100067, Claude Kime, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 185. Served April 26. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Live stock, emigrant movables, and agricultural 
implements, between points in Keyapaha County, Neb., on the 
one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other; and live stock, 
household goods, grain, feed, agricultural implements, and farm 
machinery, between points in Keyapaha County, on the one 
hand, and points in South Dakota, within 75 miles of Spring- 
view, Neb., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Maryland—MC 95799, Joseph Oscar Swam, dba Jos. O. 
Swam, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 26. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, on charter tours, over irregular routes, from specified 
points in Maryland and Pennsylvania to Mt. Vernon, Va., and 
designated points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and return. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 95740, Franklin W. Streeter, dba F. W. 
Streeter, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
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Served April 26. Certificate proposed. Specified commodi- 
ties between points in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York 
and Vermont, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Louisiana—MC 95705, Roland Chauvin, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 164. Served April 26. Permit pro- 
posed. Specified commodities from and to points in Louisiana, 
over regular routes. 

itlinois—MC 95457, Clifford Morris and Reese Morris, dba 

Clifford Morris & Son, common carrier application. Joint board 
21. Served April 26. Certificate proposed. Live stock from 
points in Edgar County, Ill., to Indianapolis, Ind.; coal from 
points in Clay and Vermillion counties, Ind., to points in Edgar 
County; gravel from points in Parke County, Ind., to points in 
Edgar County; and agricultural commodities from points in 
Edgar County to Terre Haute and Libertyville, Ind., over ir- 
regular routes, with no transportation for compensation in the 
reverse directions except as otherwise authorized. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
gfiled within thirty days from date of service. 
lowa—MC 95248, V. E. Hannum, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 26. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. General commodities, including live stock, feed, 
grain, coal and machinery, between points in Boone County, 
Ia., and Omaha, Neb., over irregular routes. 
Ohio—MC 95244, Jean Taramana, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 59. Served April 26. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Commodities usually transported by 
dump truck between points in Ohio, Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia, within a forty-mile radius of Steubenville, O. 

New York—MC 94892, Philip Bargione, contract carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 26. Per- 
mit recommended. Empty fibre shipping cartons and drums, 
from New York, N. Y., to points in a described area in New 
Jersey, except those within the New York commercial zone, 
over irregular routes, with no transportation for compensation 
on return. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 94672, Eddie Hoffman, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 26. Certificate 
proposed. Specified commodities between Lynch, Neb., and 
Sioux City, Ia., over a specified route serving points within 
fifteen miles of Lynch as intermediate and off-route points. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Ohio—MC 94598, Paul Duffy, common carrier application. 
Joint board 59. Served April 26. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. Sand, gravel, asphalt, coal and other commodi- 
ties transported by dump truck between points within fifty 
miles of Bellaire in Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. 

lowa—MC 94368, W. A. Danielson, dba Danielson Service 
Station, common carrier application. Joint board 138. Served 
April 26. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities, including cream and produce between points in 
northwestern Iowa, and Omaha, Neb. 

INlinois—MC 94228, Bartonville Bus Line, common carrier 
application. Joint board 149. Served April 26. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and mail, express 
and newspapers in the same vehicle with. passengers between 
Peoria and Pekin, Ill., over a specified route, and serving all 
intermediate points; also passengers and their baggage, in 
special or charter service, from points in the territory served 
by its regular route to any point in the United States. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

South Dakota—MC 91751, Albert H. Miller, common car- 

rier application. Joint board 148. Served April 26. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock between Draper, S. D., and points 
within twenty-five miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, Ia., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 
Ohio—MC 89950, Edward Lewis, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 61. Served April 26. Certificate recom- 
mended. Such bulk commodities as are usually transported in 
dump truck equipment, betwen points in West Virginia, on the 
one hand, and points in Ohio, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Florida—MC 89934, M. Wesley Carter, dba Hill’s Transfer 
& Storage, common carrier application. Joint board 64. Served 
April 26. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Household 
goods between points in Florida and Georgia. 

Oklahoma—MC 89924, Charles Ready, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 170. Served April 26. Dismissal of ap- 
plication proposed at request of applicant. Specified commodi- 
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ties between points in Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, over ir- 
regular routes. 

New Hampshire—MC 89911, Trueman E. Kelley, dba True- 
man E. Kelly & Son, contract carrier application. Joint board 
189. Served April 26. Permit recommended. Materials used 
in the manufacture of paper products from points in Vermont 
and Massachusetts to Ashland, N. H., and finished paper prod- 
ucts from Ashland to points in Vermont and Massachusetts, over 
irregular route. 

New Jersey—MC 89817, Thomas Pierro, common carrier 
application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 26. Denial 
of certificate proposed. General commodities between points 
in New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massa- 
chusetts, Pennsylvania and the District of Columbia, over ir- 
regular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 89636, Charles Pistorino, dba Charles 
Reno, contract carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 26. Permit proposed. Newspapers, periodicals, 
paper stock, and stationery store supplies from New York, 
N. Y., to points in Morris, Sussex, Bergen, Essex, Warren 
and Passaic counties, N. J., and Rockland and Orange counties, 
N. Y.; from Paterson, N. J., to New York, N. Y.; and from 
Newark and Paterson, N. J.; to points in Rockland and Orange 
counties, N. Y., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

New Hampshire—MC 89481, Frederick W. Gray, common 
carrier application. Joint board 189. Served April 26. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Lumber, logs, pilings, and other forest products, 
between all points in Coos, Belnap, Grafton, and Sullivan 
counties, N. H., on the one hand, and all points in Windham, 
Windsor, Orange, and Caledonia counties, Vt., on the other, 
and between all points in the before mentioned counties in New 
Hampshire and Vermont, on the one hand, and all points in 
Massachusetts east of U. S. highway 5, on the other, over 
irregular routes. 

Virginia—MC 88980, M. T. Stone, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 12. Served April 26. Permit recommended. 
Lumber from Montpelier, Va., to Washington, D. C., over 
U. S. highways 54 and 1. 

Pennsylvania—MC 88058, Ivan Edward Carlson, contract 
carrier application. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served April 26. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Brick and lumber 
between points in New York and Pennsylvania, over irregular 
routes. 

Minnesota—MC 79967, Mrs. Alma C. Selk, dba Selk Truck- 
ing Service, common carrier application. Joint board 24. Served 
April 26. Denial of application proposed. General commodities 
between points in North Dakota and Minnesota, over irregular 
routes. 

Nebraska—MC 70046, Sub. No. 1, V. C. Mutz, dba Mutz 
Transfer, extension of operations—Pender. Joint board 93. 
Served April 26. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Omaha, Neb., and Pender and Homer, 
Neb., over regular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 58940, Sub. No. 1, Lloyd Ernest Clapp, 
extension—Maine, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Canada. Ex- 
aminer L. R. Conley. Served April 26. Certificate recom- 
mended. Household goods, between Greenfield, Mass., and points 
within a radius of 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and the 
international boundary line, and points in Pennsylvania, Maine, 
and New Jersey, on the other. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Montana—MC 52497, James W. Nugent, dba Nugent’s 
Transfer & Storage, common carrier application. Joint board 
82. Served April 26. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
between points in Montana within 150 miles of Miles City. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 


New York—MC 38791, Sub. No. 2, Tuohy & O’Shea, Inc., 
extension of operations—Pike county, Pa. Examiner L. R. 
Conley. Served April 26. Permit recommended. Groceries and 
such merchandise and fixtures as are used in the operation of 
chain grocery stores, between New York, N. Y., on the one 
hand, and points in Pike county, Pa., on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 37257 Regan’s Motor Freight Lines, Inc., 
common carrier application, embracing also MC 84781, Same, 
contract carrier application. Examiner R. J. Flood. Served 
April 26. Certificate proposed, continuance of operation, gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between points in Connecti- 
cut, District of Columbia, and described portions of New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware and Maryland, over ir- 
regular routes. Permit recommended, continuance of operation, 
bakery products and containers between points in New Jersey 
and described portions of New York, Pennsylvania, except that 
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authority to serve points in Salem, Atlantic, Cumberland, and 
Cape May counties, N. J., is restricted to bakery products and 
containers, other than prepared dough, and steel office furni- 
ture and equipment from Avenel, N. J., on the one hand, and 
points in Pennsylvania, Delaware, and the District of Colum- 
bia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Virginia—MC 29530, Franklin W. Rose, common carrier 
application. Joint board 68. Served April 26. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. General commodities between poifits in Virginia, 
Maryland, and the District of Columbia. 

Indiana—MC 25082, Sub. No. 2, William Norman, common 
carrier application. Joint board 60. Served April 26. Certi- 
ficate recommended. Building material, contractor’s equip- 
ment and supplies between Cambridge City, Ind., and points 
within fifteen miles thereof, and points in Ohio, and building 
material from Cincinnati, O., to Cambridge City and points 
within fifteen miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 20556, Clarence LeRoy McFeaters, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served 
April 26. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points within seventy-five miles of Grove 
City, Pa., on the one hand, and points in Delaware, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Virginia, West 
Virginia and the District of Columbia, on the other. 

New Jersey—MC 15167, Sub. No. 2, Paul F. Cullum, dba 
Cullum Trucking Co., extension of operations—Bedford Hills, 
N. Y. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 26. Permit 
proposed. Liquid flux and liquid asphalt from Bayonne, N. J., 
to Bedford Hills, N. Y., over U. S. highway 1 and New York 
highway 22. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Washington—MC 12132, Isidore Edward Dulude, 
Dulude Transfer & Storage Co., broker application. Joint 
board 80. Served April 26. Denial of application proposed. 
General commodities in interstate or foreign commerce. 

New Jersey—MC 2214, Max Snowhite and Benjamin S. 
Gerson, dba Snowhite & Gerson, common carrier application, 
embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension—Bridgeton. Ex- 
aminer A. J. Sullivan. Served April 26. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operation, farm products, from points 
in Cumberland Salem counties, N. J., to Philadelphia, Pa., New 
York, N. Y., Baltimore, Md., and the District of Columbia; 
feed, fertilizer and fertilizer materials, from Baltimore, to 
points in the before-mentioned New Jersey territory; stoves 
and agricultural machinery and parts, from Baltimore to 
Bridgeton, N. J.; lumber, produce, flour, and groceries, from 
Philadelphia to Bridgeton; feed, from Philadelphia to points 
in the before-mentioned New Jersey territory; and glass con- 
tainers from Millville, N. J., to Philadelphia, New York and 
Relay, Md., over irregular routes. The examiner proposed 
denial of that part of the application for a certificate to trans- 
port glass containers from Bridgeton to Philadelphia, over 
irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 89706, R. F. Eichenberger, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 61. Served April 26. Permit proposed. 
Agricultural seeds and fertilizer, from Columbus, O., to speci- 
fied points in West Virginia, over irregular routes, with empty 
bags and rejected and surplus seeds, on return. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89623, J. R. Sutton, dba Sutton Oil Co., 
common carrier application. Joint board 44. Served April 
26. Denial of application proposed. Petroleum and petroleum 
products from Parco, Wyo., to Paxton, Neb. 

Michigan—MC 72300, American Carloading Corporation, 
common carrier application. Examiner Beverley S. Simms. 
Served April 26. Certificate proposed, continuance of opera- 
tions, general commodities, with exceptions, between specified 
points in Illinois, Indiana and Michigan, over designated routes. 
The examiner proposed denial of that part of the application 
for a certificate to transport general commodities between 
specified points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan and Missouri. 

Nebraska—MC 95586, Richard B. Marston, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 27. Certificate pro- 
posed. Feed, seed, and agricultural implements and parts, 
from Sioux City, Ia., to Walnut, Neb., and points within 30 
miles thereof, and live stock, between Walnut and points within 
30 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, on the other, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 95314, Charles Weiss, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 27. Permit pro- 
posed. New furniture from New York, N. Y., to points in New 
Jersey within 20 miles of the City Hall in New York City, ex- 
cept those within the New York commercial zone, over irregular 
routes with no transportation for compensation on return. 
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Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 95124, Clifford F. Dickerman, contract 
carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 27. 
Permit recommended. Rough and dressed lumber, shingles, 
laths, and mill work, between all points in Connecticut, and 
between all points in Connecticut, on the one hand, and 
Albony, N. Y., and points in Rhode Island, and those in defined 
areas in New York and Massachusetts, on the other, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

West Virginia—MC 95048, Mon Valley Coal and Lumber 
Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 59. Served April 
27. Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s operations to be 
those of a common carrier. Specified commodities between 
certain points in West Virginia, Ohio and Pennsylvania, over 
irregular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 94731, L. P. Caldwell, common carrier 
application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served April 27. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodi- 
ties between points in South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa and 
Nebraska. 

Indiana—MC 94430, Alvin Weiss, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served April 27. Certificate 
recommended. Specified commodities between points in Indiana, 
Illinois, Ohio and Michigan, over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 94062, Henry Brunclik, Jr., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 142. Served April 27. Certificate 
proposed. Continuance of operation, live stock, points in Roose- 
velt and LaFollette townships, Burnett county, and Clam Falls, 
Loraine and McKinley townships, Polk county, Wis., to South 
St. Paul, Minn., and farm implements, hardware, seed, feed, 
grain, groceries, canned goods, dry goods, oil and oil products, 
from Minneapolis, St. Paul and South St. Paul, Minn., to the 
before described points in Wisconsin, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Indiana—MC 93235, Calumet Teaming and Trucking Co., 
contract carrier application. Joint board 21. Served April 27. 
Permit proposed. Coal, coke, cinders, and empty metal con- 
tainers, between points in Cook and DuPage counties, IIl., and 
Lake and Porter counties, Ind., over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Virginia—MC 93232, Charles B. O’Shaughnessy, common 
carrier application. Joint board 68. Served April 27. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Milk, points in Fairfax county, Va., to 
Washington, D. C.; empty milk containers, from Washington to 
points in Fairfax county; and food products, from Washington 
to Bailey’s Cross Roads, Centerville, and Oakton, Va., over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 93137, Merle Born, dba Born Transfer, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 139. Served April 27. 
Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between specified 
points in Nebraska and Iowa, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 91431, Emil H. Krebs, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 19. Served April 27. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between points in Kansas and 
Nebraska, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Oregon—MC 88998, Charles A. Crump, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 172. Served April 27. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. General commodities between points 
within a 50-mile radius of Adel, Ore. 

New York—MC 88897, Fred Kudlak, dba Laurel Hill Truck- 
ing Co., common carrier application. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. 
Served April 27. Certificate proposed. Coal, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
to Stamford, Conn., over a regular route. 

Kentucky—MC 88893, James Addison Skaggs, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 155. Served April 27. Permit 
recommended. Beer, Marion to Elizabethtown, Ky., over In- 
diana highways 9 and 46 and U. S. highways 31 and 31-W, 
and empty containers on return trips. 

Washington—MC 88644, Sub. No. 1, Clarence L. Akes, 
extension of operations—Oregon. Joint board 45. Served April 
27. Denial of application proposed. Agricultural and horticul- 
tural commodities and empty containers between points in 
Oregon and Washington, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

California—MC 75376, Harry D. Miller, common carrier 
application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension— 
California. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served April 27. Denial 
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for want of prosecution proposed. Citrus fruits from Porter- 
ville, Calif., and points within a radius of twenty miles there- 
of to San Pedro, Oakland, Alameda and San Francisco, Calif., 
over regular and irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

North Carolina—MC 74118, Sub. No. 1, Mrs. J. O. Shuford, 
dba Jack Shuford’s Trucking—South Carolina extension. Ex- 
aminer W. W. McCaslin. Served April 27. Certificate recom- 
mended. Antique furniture and used household, office and 
store furniture and fixtures from New York, N. Y., Newark and 
Montclair, N. J., and Philadelphia, Pa., to points in Virginia, 
North Carolina and South Carolina, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 73292, Floyd E. Leaders, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 27. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Deloit, Ia., and places 
within a defined radius thereof, and Omaha, Neb., over irreg- 
ular routes. 

Maryland—MC 72993, Sub. No. 2, Minnie M. Lokey, ex- 
tension, Ridgely, Md., Cape Charles, Va., and Claymont, Del. 
Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 27. Permit recom- 
mended. Beer, Philadelphia, Pa., to Ridgely, Md.; empty beer 
containers from Ridgely, Md., to Philadelphia, Pa.; bottled 
soft drinks from Claymont, Del., to Salisbury, Md., and empty 
soft drink bottles from Salisbury to Claymont, over irregular 
routes. 

Washington—MC 70441, Sub. No. 1, Sunrise Trail, Inc., 
extension of operations—Spokane, Wash. Joint board 169. 
Served April 27. Denial of application for a certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities between specified points in Idaho, 
Washington and Oregon. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 64590, Sub. No. 1, H. L. Williams, extension 
of operations. Joint board 33. Served April 27. Certificate 
recommended. Machinery, supplies and equipment necessary 
to the discovery, development, maintenance and production of 
petroleum between warehouses and railroad sidings, on the 
one hand, and oil well locations, on the other, and between oil 
well locations in Lea County, N. M., and that part of Texas 
west of U. S. highway 81, over irregular routes. 

Tennessee—MC 61593, Sub. No. 1, John Jones Crane, Arlie 
L. Crane and Arthur Jewell Crane, extension of operations— 
Virginia, embracing also Sub. No. 2, Same. Examiner J. L. 
Bradford. Served April 27. Permit recommended. Lard and 
lard substitutes from Chattanooga, Tenn., to points in Virginia, 
over irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 44053, A. W. Goldstein and C. M. McElhan- 
non, dba Bonded Warehouse Co. Examiner Alfred W. Booth. 
Served April 27. Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s 
operations to be those of a common carrier. Household goods, 
between points in Texas, on the one hand, and points in Illinois, 
Missouri, New Mexico and Oklahoma, on the other, through 
Kansas when necessary, over irregular routes. 

California—MC 43884, Port Truckers, Inc., contract car- 
rier application. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served April 27. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodi- 
ties between San Francisco and Oakland, Calif., and points in 
Fresno and Los Angeles counties, Calif. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Georgia—MC 42146, Sub. No. 1, A. G. Boone Co., exten- 
sion—Knoxville-Atlanta. Joint board 314. Served April 27. 
Permit recommended. Such merchandise as is dealt in by 
wholesale, retail and chain grocery and food business houses, 
and in connection therewith, equipment, materials and supplies 
used in the conduct of such business, between Knoxville, Tenn., 
and Atlanta, Ga., and points in a defined Virginia territory, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

California—MC 41778, George W. Mullins, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served April 27. 
Dismissal of application proposed at request of applicant. Gen- 
eral commodities between Sacramento and Redding, Calif., 
over regular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
twenty-five days from date of service. 

New Hampshire—MC 34930, Sub. No. 1, J. Ludwin Proulx, 
dba Prue Motor Transportation, extension—Vermont-Maine. 
Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served April 27. Certificate recom- 
mended. Brick from Epping, Gonic and Exeter, N. H., to 
points in Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut and 
Vermont, lying within a radius of 200 miles of Epping; solid 
fuel from points within twenty-five miles of Boston to points 
in Hillsboro, Merrimac, Rockingham, Strafford and Belknap 
counties, N. H.; and forest and farm products, not including 
milk, from points in Rockingham County to points in Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island and Connecticut, over irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 31321, Sub. No. 1, John Crawford Hudson, dba 
Southwestern Fuel & Transfer Co., extension of operations. 
Joint board 127. Served April 27. Certificate proposed. Heavy 
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machinery and equipment requiring special facilities for load- 
ing and unloading the same and road construction machinery 
and equipment between points in Arizona, New Mexico and 
Texas, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 13291, Alpha Fireproof Storagehouses, 
Inc., common carrier application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. 
Served April 27. Certificate recommended. Household goods 
and office furniture between New York, N. Y., and points in 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Connecticut, over 
irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 12130, Lloyd James Varco, dba Varco 
Truck Brokerage—broker application. Joint board 80. Served 
April 27. License proposed. Fresh and processed agricul- 
tural and horticultural products in interstate or foreign com- 
merce. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five 
days from date of service. 

Nevada—MC 9196, Charles Hart Merrill, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 128. Served April 27. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities, except 
live stock, from Gold Paint, Nev., to points in Nye, Esmeralda, 
Clark and Mineral counties, Nev. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 9140, W. Don Maurer, common carrier applica- 
tion, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operation. 
Examiner Roy L. Burge. Served April 27. Certificate pro- 
posed. Continuance of operation. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota and Nebraska, over 
irregular routes; also specified commodities between points in 
Illinois, Iowa and Nebraska, over irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 5613, Sub. No. 2, C. P. Houghton—ex- 
tension of operation, Seattle and Tacoma, Wash. Joint board 
80. Served April 27. Denial of application for a certificate 
proposed. Fruit and vegetables between Zillah, Wash., and 
Tacoma, Wash., and off-route points over a regular route. 

Massachusetts—MC 1762, Sub. No. 1, Framingham Motor 
Transportation Co., Inc., contract carrier application. Exam- 
iner H. L. Hanback. Served April 27. Permit recommended. 
Cast cement slabs, Framingham, Mass., to points in Connecti- 
cut, Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island and Vermont, over 
irregular routes. 

South Carolina—MC 95616, Spurgeon Lee Steverson, Sr., 
and Spurgeon Lee Steverson, Jr., dba Steverson & Son, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served 
April 27. Denial of application proposed. General commodi- 
ties between points in South Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, 
District of Columbia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jersey and 
New York, over irregular routes. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


Finance No. 11901, application of New York Central for certificate 
permitting abandonment of line extending from Wellsboro to Antrim, 
Tioga county, Pa. Application dismissed on request of applicant. 

MC 9026, President Tank Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
Order of February 21 set aside pending further order of Commission. 

MC 42614, Chicago & Northwestern Railway Co., common carrier 
application. American Trucking Associations granted leave to inter- 
vene. 

MC 93706, Everett Wilford, common carrier application. Recom- 
mended order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time and 
place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 10761 (corrected), Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., common 
carrier application. Applicant’s petition for further hearing, denied, 
without prejudice to its renewal after decision on present record. 

MC 40085, Benjamin Cain, common carrier application and extension 
of operations, Houston. Matters reopened for further hearing at time 
and place to be hereafter fixed by Commission. Order of January 11 
vacated and set aside. 

MC 50102, Howard K. Brundage, common carrier application. Ef- 
fective date of order of January 18, heretofore postponed to April 15, 
further postponed to May 15. 

MC 86894, Sullivan Laffee, contract carrier application. Petition 
of C. A. Conklin Truck Lines, Inc., for leave to intervene and for 
reopening and further hearing, denied. 

MC 88517, Selma Swid, common carrier application. Applicant’s 
petition for further hearing, denied. 

MC-F 828, Penn Ohio New York Express Corporation, purchase, 
Tri-Service Motor Lines, Inc. Petition requesting approval, under 
section 210a(b), of temporary operation by Penn Ohio New York Ex- 
press Corporation, of properties of Tri-Service Motor Lines, Inc., 
denied. 

No. 28209, Valley Compress Co. vs. Southern Pacific Co. J. G. 
Boswell Co., California Cotton Oil Corporation, Port Stockton Com- 
press and Warehouse Co., Producers Cotton Oil Co. and San Joaquin 
Compress and Warehouse Co. permitted to intervene. 

1. & S. No. 4570, switching allowances at Malvern and Walco, Ark. 
Order entered March 28, which was by its terms made effective April 
19, modified to become effective May 19. 

MC 6554, Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier application; 
and MC 4378, R. E. Lewis Transfer Co., common carrier application. 
Proceedings reopened for oral argument at time to be fixed by Com- 
mission. 

MC 86953, Merton C. McGrew, dba College Place Bus Line, common 
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carrier application. Proceeding reopened for further hearing at time 
and place to be fixed by Commission. 

Finance No. 11975, Chicago & North Western trustees abandonment. 
Petition of protestants for reconsideration, rehearing and reargument, 
denied. Effective date of certificate of division 4 herein dated Febru- 
ary 20, as extended, further extended to June 1. 

No. 27674, Matador Land and Cattle Co., Ltd., vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; and No. 27812, American National Live Stock Association et al. 
vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Order entered on February 13, which 
was by its terms made effective May 24, on not less than 30 days’ 
notice, modified to become effective May 24, on not less than 10 days’ 
notice, instead of 30 days’ notice. 

MC 3816, Sub. No. 1, Castoro & Co., Inc., extension of operations. 
Recommended order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at 
time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 3866, Fred R. Griffey. Application dismissed on request of ap- 
plicant. 

MC 13132, Sub. No. 1, Westchester Van & Storage Co., Inc., ex- 
tension of operations. Haarala Trucking Co. permitted to intervene. 

MC 13322, Sub. No. 1, Cox Motor Transport, Inc., extension of 
operations, Illinois, Ohio. Proceeding reopened for further hearing 
at time and place to be fixed by Commission. 

MC 21743, Sub. No. 1, Leonard Tornetta, common carrier applica- 
tion. Proceeding reopened for further hearing at time and place to 
be fixed by Commission. 

MC 89521, Melvin Bare, common carrier application. Recommended 
order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time and place 
to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 94317, C. D. Newsom and Moss Smith, common carrier applica- 
tion. Applicant’s request for further hearing, denied. 

MC 94346, Roy E. Gaines, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for reconsideration at time and place to be hereafter fixed 
by Commission. Recommended order, which became effective as order 
of Commission on March 20, vacated and set aside. 

MC C-110, Highway Motor Freight Lines, Inc., vs. A C E Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., et al. English Freight Co. and H. E. English, dba 
Red Ball Motor Freight Lines, dismissed as parties defendant hereto. 

No. 27559, Morehead Cotton Mills Co. vs. C. & O. et al. Petition 
of defendants for reconsideration, denied. 

No. 27863, United States Gypsum Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al. Philip 
Carey Co. permitted to intervene. 


NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY PORT FIGHT 


Attorneys for New Jersey have asked the Commission, in 
No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., 
to require each of the eight railroads named as defendants to 
make and file with the Commission not later than June 1 a 
special report and therein to furnish statistics and information 
to be incorporated in whole or in part in the evidence. 

The complainants asked for a statement showing the ton- 
nage of freight lightered by each of the defendants at New 
York harbor and the tonnage trucked by the defendants in lieu 
of lighterage, with data in connection therewith broken down 
so as to enable them to see the cost of performing such service. 

The information sought, says the petition, is plainly rele- 
vant and material and that the request had been confined within 
very reasonable limits that would not impose a heavy burden 
on any of the railroads. The petition said that although the 
information sought could be obtained in response to a subpoena 
duces tecum, or several of them, that method would prolong 
the hearing and would be wasteful of the time of all concerned. 
Further, New Jersey said, the submission of original records 
of the defendants in evidence, a necessary step in the sobpoena 
duces tecum method, would leave the many parties of record 
without copies of important documentary evidence. 

Although it says it does not know what position it will 
take, the Maritime Association of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce has been permitted to intervene in No. 28204, State 
of New Jersey vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., commonly known 
as the New York-New Jersey port fight. The association 
said that its position in the proceeding was one to be deter- 
mined by the evidence introduced at the hearing. It said the 
issues involved had a direct bearing on the rate adjustments 
in which the association was deeply concerned. Any change 
in or disturbance thereof, it said, was of great importance to 
it and of necessity would vitally affect the members thereof. 


OLD COLONY ABANDONMENT 


In Finance No. 11559, Old Colony et al. trustees’ abandon- 
ment, the Commission, by division 4, has authorized abandon- 
ment by the trustees of the Old Colony and abandonment of 
operation by trustees of the New Haven, of a line extending 
approximately 14.2 miles in Plymouth County, Mass., from 
Greenbush station to Kingston station. The Commission said 
that the record showed the segment had been operated at sub- 
stantial losses. It said that while the commuters and the 
summer residents who used the line and the merchants who 
principally served the summer residents of the territory would 
be inconvenienced, it did not appear that there was prospect 
of sufficient additional traffic in the future to warrant retention 
HA line. The estimated salvage value of the segment is 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-678, the Commission suspended from April 
22 until July 21, the operation of certain schedules as published 
in supplement No. 16 to Tariff MF I. C. C. No. 31 of Agent 
R. S. Cooper, Greensboro, N. C. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish new commodity rates on unfinished cotton 
piece goods or fabrics, volume minimum 30,000 pounds, from 
Chicopee, Ga., Clinton, Greenwood, and Ninety Six, S. C., to 
Chicopee Falls, Mass., Hohokus and New Brunswick, N. J., 
and Wappingers Falls, N. Y.; to alternate with present any- 
quantity commodity rates. The following is illustrative: 


Unfinished cotton piece goods or fabrics from Clinton, S. C., to 
Chicopee Falls, Mass., present rate 92, any quantity (present rates are 
not being cancelled, but are to alternate with the proposed rates); pro- 
posed rate 75, minimum 30,000 pounds. 


In I. and S. M-679, the Commission has suspended from 
April 22 until July 21, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 2 to joint tariff, MF I. C. C. No. 11 
of Agent D. C. Stone and MF I. C. C. No. 9 of Agent F. C. 
Paist. The suspended schedules propose to establish new and 
reduced less-truckload and truckload rates on many commodi- 
ties from points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Missouri, 
Nebraska, Ohio, Pennsylvania and Wisconsin, to points in 
Colorado, and in the reverse direction; in lieu of present higher, 
class, commodity, or combination rates. An illustrative pro- 
posal is to establish a rate of 45 cents on dried beans and peas, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, from Denver, Colo., to Chicago, IIl., 
in lieu of the present rate of 50 cents. 

In I. and S. M-680, the Commission has suspended from 
April 28 until July 27, the operation of all schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 1 of Baltimore-Trenton Line, 
Inc., Baltimore, Md. The; suspended schedules, which are this 
carrier’s first filing, propose to establish new local and joint 
motor-water class and commodity rates from Camden, N. J., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., and Washington, 
D. C. (and points grouped with those cities), and in the reverse 
direction, applicable in connection with Tidewater Express 
Lines, Inc., a motor carrier. The following is illustrative of the 
proposed rates: 


Between Philadelphia, Pa., and Baltimore, Md., class 1, 54; classes 
2 or 85, 47; classes 3 or 70, 39; classes R26 or 55, 30; classes 4 or 50, 
28; classes 5 or 35, 20. 


In I. and S. 4622, the Commission, on its own motion, has 
suspended from April 24 until November 24 the operation of 
certain schedules as published in Supplement 26 to Wabash 
Tariff I. C. C. 6995. The suspended schedules change the 
rules governing the stopping of cars in transit for partial 
unloading at points on the Wabash Railway. 


EMERGENCY COAL RATES 


Soon after the Commission authorized publication of emer- 
gency rates on coal from Indiana, Illinois and western Ken- 
tucky mines to Ohio and Michigan (see Traffic World, April 22) 
it authorized Sperry to extend the scope of relief rates from 
those districts to Pittsburgh, Pa., and Clarksburg, W. Va. At 
the destination points mentioned the relief rates can be used 
in combination with rates toward the east from the Westmore- 
land, Pa., district rates. 


The reduced rates to Pittsburgh and Clarksburg are to 
be the same as the rates to Cleveland, O. They are to apply 
as proportionals on traffic to trunk line and New England ter- 
ritories. Under that arrangement individuals and communities 
to the easternmost limits of the country can avail themselves 
of emergency rates to obtain fuel from districts from which 
they would not dream of obtaining it under ordinary condi- 
tions. 

When the Commission authorized Agent Sperry to publish 
rates to the northeastward from Illinois, Indiana and Kentucky 
mines to Ohio and Michigan points, on one day’s notice, it was 
felt that many such authorizations would be needed even if 
the strike in the Appalachian region was ended in a few days. 
That thought was based on the belief that the dislocation caused 
by the strike would be so profound that it would be a week 
or ten days after the strike was ended that relatively normal 
conditions would be restored. 

The move to have the reduced rate area extended east of 
Ohio was initiated a short time after Sperry was authorized 
to make rates to Ohio and Michigan points at a conference of 
traffic men in Chicago. Extension of the rates to Pittsburgh 
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and east was deemed likely on account of the fact that some 
of the eastern railroads were running low in their fuel supply. 

While it had been recognized in the courts, by implica- 
tion, that a railroad had a right to convert coal moving over 
its rails to its own use so as to keep its locomotives going, 
the idea was that it would be well to have rates from the 
middle west fields to induce coal to move into the Appalachian 
territory and thereby make it available if conversion became 
necessary. 

No effort was made by Commission officials to set limits, 
upper or lower, on the rates that might be published for emer- 
gency use to Ohio and Michigan. It was thought, however, 
that the publishing railroads would deem it desirable, on ac- 
count of the long hauls, to publish rates, in the first instance, 
or over new routes, on a basis slightly lower than the mileage 
rates the Commission had prescribed for use in the territories 
to which Indiana, Illinois and western Kentucky coal had 
moved in normal times. 

An unusual permission to publish rates on short notice, 
issued about the time Agent Sperry received his authoriza- 
tion, permitted railroads to publish rates on ex-river coal from 
Cincinnati to Akron and other points in northern Ohio. 

The Commission, by means of sixth section permissions, 
sometimes by telephone, continued affording relief to points 
put into distress by the coal strike by authorizing rates, on 
one day’s notice, between points where they had never before 
been published. Among such rates were some from points 
in Canada to points in the United States. For example, the 
Grand Trunk was authorized to make a rate from Coburg, Ont., 
to Rochester, N. Y., of $2 a ton. Another rate authorized 
was $1.20 from Hamilton, Ont., to Black Rock and Suspension 
Bridge, N. Y.; another was a rate of $2.10 from Sorel, Que., 
forty miles above Montreal, to Montpelier, Vt.; another of 
$2.30 from Montreal to Hartford, Conn.; 90 cents from Thorold, 
Ont., to Black Rock and Suspension Bridge; and $1.40 from 
Toronto, Ont., to Black Rock and Suspension Bridge. 

Another unusual rate authorized permits the New Haven 
to haul coal from Stratford, Conn., to Holland, N. J., the coal 
having been bought by a power plant at the New Jersey point. 

Another unusual permit authorizes the New Haven to make 
rates from Midland, Pa., about forty miles west of Pittsburgh, 
to consuming points in the east on the basis of 28 cents over 
the Pittsburgh rate. The coal to be hauled was not mined 
at Midland but was to be taken from a storage pile at that 
point of about 100,000 tons. 

An unusual authorization will allow the Burlington and 
the Bevier & Southern to establish a rate of $2.77 from the 
Bevier, Mo., district to Chicago on five days’ notice instead of 
the customary one day’s notice. The rate was authorized on ac- 
count of the desire of an operator having mines in southern 
Illinois and Indiana as well as in the Bevier district to supply 
the Chicago market from Missouri while he is shipping his Illi- 
nois and Indiana coal to the east. The rate authorized is the 
same as that applying from the Huntsville, Mo., district to 
Chicago via the Wabash. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. No. 12370, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul & Pacific Railroad Co. trustees’ note, granting authority to issue, 
upon surrender for cancellation of a note issued without the authoriza- 
tion of this Commission, a promissory note in the face amount of not 
exceeding $1,184,000, to be delivered to the payee to evidence a loan 
in a like amount made in connection with the payment of certain tax 
obligations, approved. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


MC F-884. C. & D. Motor Delivery Co., Cincinnati, O., asks au- 
thority to purchase the interstate operating rights of Springfield-Xenia 
Transportation Co. 

Finance No. 9450 et al. Supplemental. Illinois Central asks ap- 
proval of the Commission of an application to the R. F. C. for renewals 
of loans payable on May 31 and June 1, 1939, totaling $35,170,000. The 
applicant said that under present conditions it was unable to borrow 
in the open market funds of which to pay the loans due May 31 and 
June 1. It therefore asked the Commission to approve a petition to 
the R. F. C. for an extension of the time of payment of the loans to 
May 3i, 1944. 

MC F-882. George S. Butler, Cutler S. McLenegan and Harold M. 
Hays, co-partners, dba Eureka-Garberville Truck Line, San Francisco, 
Calif., asks authority to purchase the truck line of Floyd S. Bridge and 
A. E. Branscomb, dba Eureka-Garberville Truck Line. 

MC F-883. Fisher G. Dorsey, dba Patrick Transfer & Storage Co., 
Houston, Tex., asks authority to purchase control of the capital stock 
of Union Transfer & Storage Co., and to temporarily operate the stor- 
age and transportation business of the Union Transfer & Storage Co., 
for a period not exceeding 180 days. 

MC F-885. Hesler Transfer Co., Inc., Elwood, Ind., and Winder 
& Son, Inc., Marion, Ind., jointly ask authority to merge in Hesler 
Transfer Co., Inc. 

Finance No. 12382. Dayton Union Railway Co. asks approval and 
authorization to acquire, in extension of its ownership limits, of 
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When ERIE Speeds It Through 


@ Vegetables are fresh and‘succulent, fruits are ripe and juicy 
—when picked. To keep them that way Erie speeds perishables 


to Eastern markets on fastest schedules. 


It’s “clear block” all the way as modern refrigerator cars eat up 
the miles between grower and consumer. It’s “on your toes” 


as Erie delivers the shipments in record time. 
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adjacent properties of the Toledo & Cincinnati Railway Co.; Dayton 
& Union Railroad Co.; Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis 
Railway Co.; the Little Miami Railroad Co.; Columbus & Xenia Rail- 
road Co.; Dayton & Western Railroad Co.; Dayton & Michigan Rail- 
road Co.; the Pennsylvania, Ohio & Detroit Railroad Co., and the 
Erie Railroad Co.; and the Baltimore & Ohio, New York Central and 
the Pennsylvania ask for approval and authorization of operation and 
maintenance of the propery of the Dayton Union at Dayton, O., under 
a contract. The properties mentioned are short segments of the 
Pennsylvania, the Erie, the Baltimore and Ohio, and the New York 
Central which are affected by grade separation and street improve- 
ment work at Dayton. The segments are to be acquired by the 
Dayton Union and operated for the owners under a contract. The 
Erie is involved only to the extent that its prior ownership and use 
of 696 feet of the track within the now proposed extended limits 
of the Dayton Union are to be replaced by the ownership and use of 
500 feet of track within the same limits. Something more than 4 
miles of track are involved. 


Finance No. 12383. Dayton Union asks authority to issue and dis- 
pose of 10,590 shares of its capital stock and $3,900,000 of its general 
mortgage bonds, series A, in prosecution of the plan mentioned in the 
preceding application. 

Finance No. 12383, Sub. No. 1. Baltimore & Ohio, New York Cen- 
tral and the Pennsylvania ask authority to assume, as guarantors 
jointly and severally, obligation and liability in respect of the prin- 
cipal and interest of the Dayton Union general mortgage bonds. 

Finance No. 12385. Louisville & Nashville ask authority to abandon 
a line from Clay to Morganfield, Ky., a distance of 18 miles. The ap- 
plication said abandonment of the line should be authorized because 
it was not now performing and would not in the future perform any 
necessary transportation service, and that abandonment would result 
in material savings to the applicant. 

MC F-886. L. G. Hogshire, Norfolk, Va., asks authority to acquire 
control of N B & C Motor Lines, Inc., through ownership of its stock. 

MC F-887. R. G. Spitzer, Albuquerque, N. M., dba Rio Grande 
Truck Lines, and Hedrick Truck Lines, Inc., Albuquerque, N. M., ask 
authority to consolidate under R. G. Spitzer, dba Rio Grande Truck 
Lines. 

MC F-888. Washington Motor Coach Co., Inc., Seattle, Wash., asks 
authority to issue its promissory note or notes in an amount not to 
exceed $70,000, payable in 48 equal monthly installments with interest 
at 4% per cent, to purchase 4 new General Motors super coaches 
costing approximately $19,296.95. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 27868, Illinois Petroleum Marketers Association et al. vs. 
Alton & Southern et al. Complainant, Illinois Petroleum Marketers 
Association, asks that rehearing be granted and that cause be submitted 
to Commission at earliest date convenient. 

MC-F 670, Cincinnati & Lake Erie Transportation Co., purchase, 
King Bros. Co. and Ohio Bus Lines Co. Cincinnati & Lake Erie Trans- 
portation Co. asks that order entered December 23, 1938, be modified, 
extending the time within which Cincinnati & Lake Erie Railroad Co., 
and its receivers, may cease to be a carrier as defined by section 1(3) 
of Part One of the interstate commerce act. 

No. 27942, St. Louis Basket and Box Co. vs. Illinois Central. Com- 
plainant asks that order of division 3, dated February 21, be set aside 
and that proceeding be reopened for reconsideration and review by 
entire Commission. 

No. 28240, McDonald Corporation vs. B. & O. et al. Defendants 
ask that complaint be dismissed. 

No. 28017, Gallagher & Ascher, Inc., et al. vs. A. G. S. et al. Com- 
plainants ask rehearing. 

Finance No. 10359, Baltimore & Ohio notes. Baltimore & Ohio asks 
Commission to modify or supplement its order of April 18, 1934, so as 
to authorize petitioner to cancel or waive all provisions for the redemp- 
tion of its 4 per cent registered serial collateral notes, prior to dates 
of maturity. 

No. 27880, Rockingham Chemical Lime Corporation vs. Southern 
et al. Complainant asks leave, with consent of defendants, to with- 
draw and dismiss, without prejudice, complaint in this proceeding. 
If carriers decline to consent to withdrawal and dismissal of complaint, 
without prejudice, then complainant asks leave to submit new evidence 
developed at hearings of Southern Freight Association on dry building 
mortar in and to southern classification territory since hearings had 
before Commission in the instant case, in light of which evidence com- 
plainant is advised that issues should and will be broadened in instant 
case so as to justify and permit a general investigation by Commission 
as to rates which should be published and maintained on dry building 
mortar in and to southern classification territory. 

Ex Parte 129, substituted freight service. A & B Fast Freight, 
Inc., and others, ask that Commission stay the proposed order of the 
examiner and that the issues involved be determined only after full 
and formal hearing has been held. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. E. R. 
Piatt, dba Bethesda Transfer, Bethesda, O., and others, ask modifica- 
tion of order. 

No. 28165, National Erie Corporation vs. N. Y. C. Complainant 
ask that hearing in present case assigned for May 3, at Erie, Pa., be 
continued until after hearing and decision in No. 28150, industrial 
sand within western Pennsylvania, and until after determination of 
complainant’s petition of April 11, and that time of hearing be ex- 
tended to such a date thereafter as Commission may determine. 

No. 26510, western-southern class rates. J. G. Kerr, agent for car- 
riers in Southern Freight Association territory, asks Commission to 
reconsider that portion of the second supplemental report, decided 
March 29, dealing with Finding 4 of the decision. 

MC-F 848, Lindner Brothers Trucking, Inc., purchase, August J. 
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and John C. Lindner. Lindner Brothers Trucking, Inc., asks dis- 
missal of application. 

MC-F 836, Byers Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, John D. Latta. 
Byers Transportation Co., applicant, asks reconsideration in connection 
with order made April 4, in which applicant’s request for approval 
of temporary operation was denied. 

No. 23397, Frank Brenner et al. vs. A. & Y. et al.; and No. 23833, 
American Scrap Material Co. et al. vs. A. & Y. et al. Sam Lyon, one 
of the complainants, asks Commission to reopen and reconsider pro- 
ceedings, to rehear same on record as made, supplemented by further 
testimony which petitioner will in that event present, and to set cases 
down for rehearing with No. 28167, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Cham- 
ber of Commerce for Lynchburg Iron and Metal Co. vs. A. & R. et 
al., to end that basis prescribed on scrap iron from North Carolina 
points to Ashland, Ky., and Portsmouth, O., may be reconsidered and 
then be appropriately decided in the light and record than made in 
such consolidated hearing. 

MC-F 730, Southeastern Motor Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, Red 
Ball Trucking Co. Protestant, Kemp Transfer Co., asks oral argument. 


GRAIN DOORS ON BOX CARS 


The Supreme Court of the United States, April 24, denied 
a petition for rehearing in No. 342, Frank O. Lowden et al. vs. 
Simonds-Shields-Lonsdale Grain Co. (see Traffic World, April 1, 
p. 713). 


MOTOR RIGHTS LITIGATION 

Application for an injunction against the Commission has 
been instituted in the federal court for the District of Columbia 
in No. 2327, William D. Boyer, trading as Boyer’s Transporta- 
tion Co. vs. Charlton Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., Roger 
Charlton and the Interstate Commerce Commission. The object 
of the injunction proceeding is to hold in abeyance an applica- 
tion pending before the Commission while the property rights 
of the parties are being determined. 

Boyer, of Knoxville, Md., is a motor carrier hauling gen- 
eral and special commodities in Maryland, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia and the District of Columbia under a certificate issued by 
the Maryland commission. Charlton Bros. Transportation Co. 
is also a carrier operating under a certificate issued by the 
Commission. Roger Charlton is an individual who is the 
predecessor of Charlton Bros. Transportation Co. 

The plaintiff alleges that a transaction between J. Norman 
Geipe, Inc., and Roger Charlton, as trustee, was consummated 
but that therupon Roger Charlton and Charlton Bros. Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., refused to set over to the plaintiff rights 
under a Maryland commission franchise or to transfer to him 
agreed parts of an Interstate Commerce Commission certificate 
although Boyer had called on Roger Charlton and Charlton 
Bros. Transportation Co. to carry out their agreement and had 
offered to carry out his part of an agreement. 


NEGATIVE ORDER DOCTRINE OUT 


John S. Burchmore in a letter to E. F. Lacey, executive 
secretary of the National Industrial Traffic League, discussing 
the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
Rochester Telephone Corporation vs. United States, and Fed- 
eral Communications Commission (see Traffic World, April 22, 
p. 905), expresses the opinion that that decision probably saves 
the need for amendments to the interstate commerce act which 
the League had considered and approved from time to time 
intended to accord the right of court review of “negative 
orders” of the Commission. The majority opinion, as he read 
it, he said constituted a repudiation of the broad doctrine 
established in the famous Procter & Gamble case, 225 U. S. 282, 
to the effect that courts would not review so-called negative 
orders of the Commission. 





WHITING IN NEW JERSEY 


The Public Utility Commissioners of New Jersey having 
failed to act, the Commission in No. 27612, intrastate rates on 
whiting in New Jersey, has issued an order requiring the rail- 
roads in New Jersey to bring rates on chalk whiting in intra- 
state commerce within that state to a level corresponding to 
the level on which the Commission in this case placed the 
interstate rates, not later than June 15. The Commission 
withheld an order in this case so as to give the New Jersey 
authorities an opportunity to act if they so desired. 


F. J. & G. REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 9954, Fonda, 
Johnstown & Gloversville reorganization, has cancelled the 
hearing on the plan of reorganization, filed by the protective 
committee for the debtor’s first consolidated general refund- 
ing mortgage bonds, assigned for May 8, and has reassigned it 
for November 14, before Examiners Harvey H. Wilkinson and 
R. A. Porterfield at the Commission. The trustee of the 
debtor company requested that the hearing be postponed so 
that the company’s operations might become sufficiently sta- 
bilized to support a feasible plan. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 

1939, by West Publishing Co.) 
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LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Kansas City Court of Appeals. Missouri.) Where parties 
and trial court treated requests for numerous separate fact 
findings as proper procedure, Court of Appeals will decide 
case on trial court’s theory, as manifested by fact findings, 
with conclusions of law, given and refused, though trial court 
would have been justified in refusing all such requests. Mo. 
St. Ann., Sec. 952, p. 1225. (Spallo vs. Royal Ins. Co. Limited, 
of Liverpool, 125 S. W. Rep. (2d) 967.) 

The witness’ creditability is for trial court sitting as jury, 
not appellate court.—Ibid. 

The credibility of witnesses, whose testimony was conflict- 
ing as to agreement for carriage of plaintiffs’ goods, stolen 
from carriers’ truck by highway robbers, and what occurred 
at time of holdup, was for trial court sitting as jury in action 
on carriers’ liability insurance policy.—Ibid. 

A shipper cannot recover from private carrier for loss 
of goods in transit without showing carrier’s negligence.—Ibid. 

A clause in carrier’s liability insurance policy, exception 
loss caused by insurer’s neglect “to use all reasonable means 
to save and preserve the property at and after the disaster 
insured against,’”’ was not repugnant to clause insuring against 
liability for losses caused by enumerated perils, including theft, 
so as to authorize recovery on policy for loss of plaintiffs’ 
goods, stolen from insureds’ truck, without showing insureds’ 
negligence, but clearly imposed duty on insureds to use such 
means to save property at a time of and after disaster, not to 
prevent disaster.—Ibid. 

A rider, extending carriers’ liability insurance policy to 
include risk of theft of merchandise from insureds’ truck, cov- 
ered theft resulting from insureds’ negligence when read with 
original policy insuring against liability for loss of goods be- 
cause of other enumerated perils.—Ibid. 

In action on carriers’ liability insurance policy for loss of 
liquor stolen from insureds’ truck, court properly refused 
plaintiffs’ requested findings that guard on truck failed to use 
his revolver and guard merchandise at time of theft and negli- 
gently failed to guard merchandise and prevent theft or offer 
resistance thereto, where insured driving truck at such time 
testified that guard started to use weapon and could not do 
so.—Ibid. 

In action on carrier’s liability insurance policy, trial court’s 
findings that plaintiffs’ merchandise was stolen from truck 
being operated by insureds under terms of policy and that 
risk of such theft was covered by policy or rider thereto did 
not require judgment for plaintiffs, in view of findings that 
there was no special contract of carriage between plaintiffs and 
insureds and that latter were not negligent.—Ibid. 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 








REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Superior Court of Pennsylvania.) The Public Utility 
Commission and not the Superior Court had duty of determin- 
ing whether shippers were entitled to reduction in intrastate 
freight rates, but Superior Court had duty to see that reduc- 
tions made by commission were made within established prin- 
ciples of law. (Pennsylvania R. Co. vs. Pennsylvania Public 
Utility Commission, 4 Atl. Rep. (2d) 815). 

Regulatory bodies have no power to prescribe railroad 
freight rates for primary purpose of enabling competing ship- 
pers to market their product or to neutralize geographical 
disadvantages of producers.—Ibid. 

A state Public Utility Commission has duty not only to fix 
just and reasonable intrastate railroad freight rates, but also 
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to give consideration to the effect upon interstate traffic which 
will result from order of the state commission.—Ibid. 

The Superior Court does not have the function of determin- 
ing what railroad freight rates will be “just and reasonable” 
within meaning of Public Utility Law, but has function to 
determine whether the order of the commission is erroneous 


as a matter of law, or without support in the evidence. 66 P.S., 
Secs. 1141, 1437.—Ibid. 


An order of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
reducing intrastate freight rate for transportation of fire brick 
in carload lots from origin points in western Pennsylvania to 
destinations in central and eastern parts of the state, which 
the evidence indicated was made to enable certain groups of 
shippers to compete with rival groups and which had effect of 
creating dislocation between interstate and intrastate rates, 
was reversed as unreasonable and not supported by evidence. 
66 P. S., Secs. 1141, 1437.—Ibid. 





(Supreme Court of Ohio.) The Supreme Court, on review, 
will not interfere with Public Utilities Commission’s finding 
and order, unless it appears from record that they are mani- 
festly against weight of evidence or unreasonableness or un- 
lawful. (H. & K. Motor Transp. ‘vs. Public Utilities Commis- 
sion, 19 N. E. Rep. (2d) 956.) 


Evidence sustained orders of Public Utilities Commission 
granting certificates of public convenience and necessity to 
transport property in intrastate commerce in motor vehicles 
over public highways. Gen. Code, Sec. 614-83, as amended by 
117 Ohio Laws, p. 350; Sec. 614-87; Sec. 614-87b, as added by 
117 Ohio Laws, p. 351; Sec. 8746-1, as amended by 117 Ohio 
Laws, p. 307; Sec. 710-17, as amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 
400; Secs. 5457-5459.—Ibid. 


In considering application for certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity to operate motor transportation service 
over state’s public highways, Public Utilities Commission must 
consider public’s interest, rather than applicant’s interest. Gen. 
Code, Sec. 614-83, as amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 350; Sec. 
614-87; Sec. 614-87b, as added by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 351; Sec. 
8746-1, as amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 307; Sec. 710-17, as 
amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 400; Secs. 5457-5459.—Ibid. 


If public convenience and necessity are being adequately 
served as to any particular type of transportation service by 
motor transportation companies under certificates already 
granted, or companies are able and willing, within time pre- 
scribed by commission, to provide such particular type of 
service, another certificate should not be issued to an applicant 
therefor. Gen. Code, Sec. 614-83, as amended by 117 Ohio 
Laws, p. 350; Sec. 614-87; Sec. 614-87b, as added by 117 Ohio 
Laws, p. 351; Sec. 8746-1, as amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 
307; Sec. 710-17, as amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 400; Secs. 
5457-5459.— Ibid. 

Where both public convenience and necessity demand 
specialized type of motor transportation service different from 
that afforded by motor transportation companies already op- 
erating under certificates over same route, certificate of public 
convenience and necessity may issue to motor transportation 
company, limited to such specialized service, without first 
affording other companies opportunity to furnish such service. 
Gen. Code, Sec. 614-83, as amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 350; 
Sec. 614-87; 614-87b, as added by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 351; Sec. 
8746-1, as amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 307; Sec. 710-17, as 
amended by 117 Ohio Laws, p. 400; Secs. 5457-5459.—Ibid. 





(Supreme Court of California.) Within meaning of section 
of Public Utilities Act providing that nothing therein should 
be construed to prohibit any common carrier from establish- 
ing and charging lower than maximum reasonable rates for 
transportation of property, when needs of commerce or “public 
interest” require, California, theoretically at least, is an in- 
seperable entity, and if an integral portion thereof shall suffer 
a given loss, which may be fully compensated by gain of 
identical character in another portion, the “public interest” 
does not sustain any detriment. St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 13%. 
(Southern Pac. Co. vs. Railroad Commission of California, 87 
Pac. Rep. (2d) 1055.) 

Railroad, which sought to establish lower than maximum 
reasonable rates for transportation of beverages, failed to es- 
tablish, as required by the Public Utilities Act, that lower rates 
were required by “needs of commerce or public interest,” 
where manufacturer of beverages, and not the general public, 
would directly profit by the lower rates. St. 1935, p. 1897, 
Sec. 134%.—Ibid. 

Repeals by implication are not favored.—Ibid. 

Even though, in some particulars, provisions of statutes 
apparently are in conflict one with the other, nevertheless, if 
possible and practicable, such seeming inconsistencies should be 
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reconciled to the end that the law as a whole may be given 
effect.—Ibid. 

The powers of the Railroad Commission under section of 
Public Utilities Act authorizing Railroad Commission to fix 
rates less than maximum reasonable rate under certain condi- 
tions are not limited by statute providing that commission 
shall fix as minimum rates * * * the lowest of the lawful rates” 
of the several types of carriers, so as to import an absolute 
right in any carrier, within zone of reasonableness, to lower 
freight rates, though that statute, standing alone, might import 
such absolute right. St. 1937, p. 2005, Sec. 32(d); St. 1935, 
p. 1897, Sec. 13%.—Ibid. 

Common carriers are considered as being “‘public utilities.” 

Public interest demands that one type of common carrier 
should not be permitted, by means of drastic reduction in 
rates for transportation below zone of reasonableness, to work 
business destruction of competitors. St. 1937, p. 2005, Sec. 
32(d); St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 13%4.—Ibid. 

Generally, such quasi judicial agencies as the Railroad Com- 
mission, should not exercise or attempt to exercise, in absence 
of legislative delegation, any authority with respect to policy 
respecting public business.—Ibid. 

In view of the constitutionally authorized delegation of 
authority to Railroad Commission by Legislature, commission 
has power to determine, not only status of transportation con- 
ditions, but also to conclude whether proposed charge or rate 
for specified freight will or may be justified thereby. St. 1937, 
p. 2005, Sec. 32(d); St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 13%; St. 1935, p. 
878, as amended.—Ibid. 


The Highway Carriers’ Act requires that only such rates 
may be established as shall tend to preserve to public, on 
reasonable basis, continuance of all types of transportation. 
St. 1935, p. 878, as amended.—Ibid. 


A carrier is authorized to establish lower transportation 
rates than those lawfully charged by its competitors only after, 
by proper showing, it is able to secure finding from Railroad 
Commission to effect that proposed rates are justified by trans- 
portation conditions, and that rates are not “unreasonably low.” 


ee p. 2005, Sec. 32(d); St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 1344.— 
id. 


A carrier may not be authorized by Railroad Commission 
to maintain rates lower than those of its competitors, unless 
rates will yield to it at least actual cost of transporting com- 
modity on which new rates are proposed to act. St. 1937, p. 
2005, Sec. 32(d); St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 134% .—Ibid. 


Whether proposed or already established transportation 
rates are justified by transportation conditions is largely de- 
terminable by existence of preliminary fact whether rates will 
or do return to carrier the cost of transportation. St. 1937, 
p. 2005, Sec. 32(d); St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 134%.—Ibid. 


The conclusion on controverted question whether proposed 
or already established transportation rates are justified by 
transportation conditions ordinarily rests with Railroad Com- 
mission. St. 1937, p. 2005, Sec. 32(d); St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 
13% .—Ibid. 

Railroad Commission finding that proposed transportation 
rates which were lower than those of railroad’s competitors 
were not “justified by transportation conditions’ and were 
“unreasonably low” was not subject to railroad’s objection that 
it did not constitute a finding of fact, but rather that it was 


a conclusion of law. St. 1937, p. 2005, Sec. 32(d); St. 1935, p. 
1897, Sec. 134%4.—Ibid. 


Railroad Commission’s finding that proposed transporta- 
tion rates, which were lower than those of railroad’s competi- 
tors, were “unreasonably low,” was unsupported by evidence, 
and order based thereon was void, where there was nothing 
of an affirmative character to controvert railroad’s evidence to 
effect that rate was more than sufficient to return to railroad 
its “out-of-pocket cost of transportation.” St. 1937, p. 2005, Sec. 
32(d); St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 13%.—Ibid. 

Section of Public Utilities Law giving Railroad Commis- 
sion power to fix transportation rates does not violate due 


process clauses of state and federal constitutions. St. 1935, p. 
1897, Sec. 134%.—Ibid. 


In exercise of police power, individual’s right must yield 
to superior demand of public welfare.—Ibid. 

Common carriers hold their properties and exercise their 
respective privileges and franchises subject to legislative con- 
trol, which includes not only regulation of manner and mode 
in which they may transact their business, but also price which 
_ be charged for transportation of freight or passengers.— 

id. 

Notwithstanding existence of presumption of validity at- 
tending enactment of legislation regulating common carriers, 
if legislation is unreasonable in effect, it may be judicially de- 
clared void.—Ibid. 


In enactment of statute, question of statute’s reasonable- 
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ness is one for prior legislative determination, and ordinarily 
legislative conclusion in that respect is final.—Ibid. ; 
Legislative conclusion that statute is reasonable will be 
disturbed by contrary judicial conclusions only when legisla- 
tion is so manifestly unnecessary for promotion or preserva- 
tion of public welfare that tribunal charged with duty of ad- 
judicating matter may fittingly declare that no rational ground 
for enactment exists.—Ibid. ; 
Statute providing that no common carriers may establish 
a rate less than maximum reasonable rate for transportation 
of property except on some showing as may be required by 
Railroad Commission, and on finding by commission that rate 
is justified by transportation conditions, is not unreasonable. 
St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 1342.—Ibid. ; 
Statute providing that no common carriers may establish 
rate less than maximum reasonable rate for transportation of 
property except on some showing as may be required by Rail- 
road Commission, and on finding by commission that rate is 
justified by transportation conditions, is not unconstitutional 
on ground that it violated constitutional requirement that no 
law shall be revised or amended by refernce to its title, merely 
because section was added by title stating that section relating 
to public utilities was added to Public Utilities Act by way of 


amendment. St. 1935, p. 1897, Sec. 13%; Const. art. 4, Sec. 
24.—Ibid. 


BROWNSVILLE SWITCHING LINE 


Declaring it was not persuaded that duplication of railroad 
facilities as proposed was the only solution, or a proper solution 
of the situation in which the port of Brownsville, Tex., found 
itself, division 4, in Finance No. 10894, Brownsville Switching 
& Terminal Railroad Co. construction, has denied a certificate 
authorizing construction by the company named of a railroad 
in Cameron county, Tex. The Brownsville company is a Mis- 
souri Pacific affiliate. 

The report also embraces Finance No. 11128, Port Isabel 
& Rio Grande Valley railway construction. The division also 
denied a certificate permitting that applicant to construct an 
extension of its line in Cameron county. 

The Commission expressed the view that a solution having 
greater regard for the general public interest might be dis- 
covered and given effect through cooperation between the ap- 
plicants and by other interested parties. It said the record im- 
pressed it that, as a link in more direct routes to the ports, 
the extension proposed by the Port Isabel might possibly be an 
accelerating factor in the development of Port Isabel as an 
outlet for the movement of products from the Rio Grande valley 
by rail and water, but the extent to which such routes actually 
might be used depended on a number of factors which the 
record left uncertain. It said that in such circumstances, if 
the line was to be built at all, the risk of funds necessary to 
provide necessary construction costs should be assumed by 
private interests having faith in the outcome, and not by 
government loan or subsidy, as had been proposed. It said 
that since there was no proposal there appeared to be no 
prospect of private financing of the project, it was evident that 
construction of the line was impracticable. 

The cost of the Port Isabel extension was estimated at 
$86,132, proposed to be provided from part of the proceeds of a 
loan of $587,118 sought by the Port Isabel Railway from the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation. The Brownsville project 
was estimated to cost $114,526. 


STATUS OF OKLAHOMA RAILWAY 


The Commission, in electric railway docket No. 9, status of 
Oklahoma Railway Co., has allowed the Brotherhood of Rail- 
way and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and Sta- 
tion Employes to intervene. In its petition for intervention, 
the Brotherhood said that it was the representative of more 
than 100,000 clerical, office, station and storehouse employes in 
the United States and Canada, including employes of the 
Oklahoma; and that it had an agreement with the Oklahoma 
covering the rates of pay, rules and working conditions of 
employes of the before mentioned class or craft, and is duly 
authorized to represent said employes in this proceeding. 


FREIGHT FORWARDER INVESTIGATION 


The Commission has postponed the effective date in No. 
27365, freight forwarding investigation, from May 17 to July 17. 
The postponement was made on representations of the carriers 
that they would be unable to prepare tariffs to be made effec- 
tive May 17. Their inability arose from the fact that the 
Commission did not make public until April 17 its supple- 
mental report in this case. The order in that supplemental 
report required the rates to be made effective on 30 days’ notice 
which left the carriers no time in which to consider the supple- 


mental report before filing tariffs that would be within the 
terms of the order. 
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LOANS TO RAILROADS 


With a view to taking care of $7,550,400 of equipment 
trust certificates of the Wabash, the Commission, by division 4, 
in Finance No. 12341, Wabash Railway Co. receivers’ recon- 
struction loan and financing, has approved a loan to the re- 
ceivers of that company by the R. F. C., or both a loan and 
purchase, at a cost not to exceed $7,500,000. Anything in 
excess of $7,500,000 is to be cared for out of the current funds 
of the receivers. 

Of the certificates to be cared for in this way, $1,905,400 
matured December 31, 1938, but have not been paid. 

The application was for a loan of not exceeding $7,500,000; 
or a purchase by the R.F.C. at a price not exceeding par, of 
not exceeding $7,500,000 of equipment trust obligations; or a 
loan of part of an amount not exceeding $7,500,000 and a 
purchase, at a price not exceeding par, of the remaining amount 
not exceeding $7,500,000. 

Equipment trust obligations covered by the new arrange- 
ment run as far back as 1920, the obligations of that year 
bearing interest at the rate of six per cent and from 1920 
onward to 1929. 

Under the terms of the obligations the holders of those 
in default are entitled to take the equipment covered by their 
liens in which the R. F.C. has a junior right, equity, or lien. 
It is proposed in the agreement that the R. F.C. protect its 
junior right by lending the funds necessary to take care of 
the obligations that are in default. 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12230, 
Southern Railway Co. reconstruction financing, has amended 
the certificate of approval issued by it December 8, 1938, so 
that the approval of the purchase by the R.F.C. for itself 
of not to exceed $6,000,000 of four per cent equipment trust 
certificates, series FF, obligations of the Southern Railway 
Co. shall permit, either while they are held by the R.F.C. or 
otherwise, the subordination in payment of any part of the 
equipment trust certificates, either principal thereof or interest 
thereon to the remainder. . 

In Finance No. 12015, Southern Railway Co. reconstruction 
financing, the Commission, by division 4, has amended its 
certificate of approval dated July 7, 1938, so that the approval 
of the purchase by the R.F.C. for itself of not to exceed 
$13,500,000 of four per cent equipment trust certificates, series 
EE, obligations of the Southern Railway Co. shall permit, either 
while they are held by the R. F.C. or otherwise, the subordina- 
tion in payment of any part of the equipment trust certificates, 
either principal thereof or interest thereon to the remainder. 


RATES ON NEW AUTOMOBILES 


Acting on the nudge given them by the Commission, rail- 
roads asked the Commission for authority to file, on one day’s 
notice, rates on automobiles from Central Territory to the 
south eight cents a hundred pounds higher than those shown 
in supplement No. 25 to Jones’ I. C. C. No. 3088 to southern 
destinations (see Traffic World, April 22, p. 904). 


As to rates to the east they asked permission to retain 
rates to expire with the closing of navigation on the Great 
Lakes this season the same as those shown in Jones’ I. C. C. 
No. 3267 and his MF I. C. C. No. 29, now under suspension in 
I. and S. No. 4620, automobiles Central Freight Association ter- 
ritory to east and south. 

Commenting on that part of Secretary Bartel’s notice 
issued in connection with I. and S. No. 4620 suggesting an 
eight-cent increase in the rates under suspension as a condi- 
tion prerequisite to the lifting of the suspension order, the 
railroads said the evident purpose of that paragraph was to 
permit them while the investigation was pending in No. 28190, 
new automobiles in interstate commerce, to establish rates 
on a dollar for dollar parity with those of their competitors. By 
the quoted paragraph, they said, the Commission, in effect, 
denied, pending final determination in the investigation, their 
request for a “disability factor” of approximately eight cents 
a hundred pounds under the rates of their competitors. 

The carriers said, in their petition for publication on one 
day’s notice, they adhered to and reaffirmed their position that 
because of additional loading and unloading expense they were 
entitled to a “disability factor” of about eight cents below the 
prevailing all-truck rates. They said they would introduce 
testimony at the hearings in support of that position. In filing 
this application and in publishing any rates might be authorized 
as the result thereof, they said they did not waive their claim 
for a “disability factor.” 

To the end that the suspended schedules publishing rates 
to the south might still be before the Commission the carriers 
asked that their requested special permission be so framed as 
not to require the cancelation of the suspended issues. 

As to rates to the east, the railroads asked the Commission 








PAGE 967 


to vacate its suspension and to permit the publication, while 
the season of navigation on the Great Lakes lasted, of the rates 
published in the suspended tariff. That action, they said, was 
necessary to carry out the apparent intent and purpose of the 
Commission’s announcement; that was, to permit the rail car- 
riers to have, pending the termination of the investigation, rates 
on a parity, dollar for dollar, with those of their competitors. 
They said the suspended rates represented approximately the 
average of the water-truck summer rates and all-truck rates, 
less a “disability factor’ of eight cents. The rates so arrived 
at, they said, were intended as an experimental attempt to 
establish a year-round competitive basis. Rates eight cents a 
hundred pound higher than the suspended rates, they said, 
would not be competitive at all, particularly in the season of 
navigation. For example, they said from Detroit to New York 
the actual water-truck rate was equivalent to $1.22 a hundred 
pounds. The suspended rail rate, they said, was $1.23, and the 
present rail rate was $1.35. A rate of $1.31, eight cents higher 
than the suspended rate, they said would be nine cents higher 
than the water-truck rate, notwithstanding that the rail carriers 
were under disability in loading and unloading costs as in con- 
nection with the all-truck movement. To some destinations, 
they said rates eight cents higher than the suspended rates 
would be even higher than the all-truck rates. 

Accordingly, they said if the Commission was going to 
permit, pending this investigation, a fair trial of dollar for dol- 
lar parity rates as between the railroads and their competitors 
it could not accomplish that purpose by allowing the establish- 
ment of rates to the east eight cents a hundred pounds higher 
than the suspended rates. It could accomplish that purpose, 
they said, by permitting them to reach the water-truck rates 
in the summer and the all-truck rates in the winter, both on a 
dollar-for-dollar parity basis. 

On behalf of the National Automobile Transporters Asso- 
ciation, Harry C. Ames, renewed a protest against the pro- 
posed republication of rates to the east and asked denial of the 
application for permission to publish on short notice. Roughly, 
he said, the rates sought to be thus put in effect were on a 
dollar-for-dollar parity with the so-called water-truck rates. 
But called by any name, he said, they were still lower than the 
all-truck rates. It seemed clear, said he, that if the truck rates 
were on a level substantially higher than the water-truck rates, 
the grant of the request would simply give the all-rail carriers 
an advantage of eight cents over the truck rates and would 
undertake to settle, prior to the hearings in No. 28190, the 
question of a differential, rail under truck. 


W. VA. COAL RATE INTERVENTIONS 


The Commission has permitted Consumers’ Counsel of the 
National Bituminous Coal Commission and the Hoppers Coal 
Co. to intervene in No. 28193, New River Co. et al. vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio. 

Complainants seek rates which they contend will permit 
the transportation of coal from their mines in Fayette county, 
W. Va., to Mount Carbon, W. Va., for transshipment by river 
to destinations beyond. The complaint alleges that the railroad 
has encouraged development of river transportation of coal 
from the Kanawha and Kentucky districts but has refused to 
establish such rates for New River mines. The New River Co. 
said it would develop adequate terminal facilities at Mount 
Carbon in the event that river rates were established from its 
mines to Mount Carbon. 


CABBAGE FROM MOBILE 


The Interstate Commerce Commission and the Maritime 
Commission have refused to suspend tariffs of the Pan-Atlantic 
Steamship Corporation, U. S. M. C. No. 29, dated to become 
effective April 23, publishing a rate of 60 cents a hundred 
pounds on cabbage, in crates, estimated weight 85 pounds a 
crate, minimum weight 170,000 pounds, from Mobile, Ala., to 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Hoboken, N. J.; and supplement No. 3 
to Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation I. C. C. No. 74, dated to 
become effective May 1. 

Requests for suspension were made by the Louisville & 
Nashville and the Mobile & Ohio. The Louisville & Nashville 
said, in its protest, that a note in the Pan-Atlantic tariff said 
that the rate did not include refrigeration, but also said that 
“where steamers with refrigeration facilities handle such freight 
the ‘Pan-Atlantic Line’ reserves the option to mechanically ven- 
tilate and regulate temperatures without charge.” The railroad 
called attention to the fact that the Pan-Atlantic line advertised 
in the Official Guide that it had “refrigerated service” and that 
it was assumed that on this traffic such service would be fur- 
nished without charge. The railroads said that the protested 
schedule of the water line proposed a large differential for the 
water line under the all-rail rates. 

This class of traffic, the railroads said, required expedited 
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service and that the rail carriers were now enjoying the move- 
ment of this traffic because of such service. The proposed reduc- 
tion in the all-water rate, they said, would only result in a 
needless sacrifice of revenue because if the rate became effec- 
tiv and the movment was diverted to all-water routes the rail 
carriers must of necessity give consideration to a reduction 
in their rates in order to retain the traffic. 


CHARGES FOR PROTECTIVE SERVICE 


The hearing to be held in June in No. 20769, charges for 
protective service to perishable freight (see Traffic World, 
April 22, p. 889) will be devoted to the protective service 
against cold. Examiner F. L. Sharp, who will probably hold 
that hearing, has already made a proposed report on that 
phase of the matter pertaining to the use of refrigeration. 
(See Traffic World, April 8, p. 779). The hearing will be as 
to the justness, reasonableness and lawfulness of the charges 
of all common carriers by railroad, under section 5 of the 
perishable protective tariff, for protection against cold from 
and to all points of origin and destination, according to a notice 
of the Commission on the subject. 

The railroads, says that notice, have about completed a 
study on that phase of the subject. The Commission also has 
made studies as to the cost of furnishing that sort of protec- 
tive service. The Commission says it will be its purpose to 
press the proceeding to a conclusion in the shortest practicable 
time. 

All persons who ship commodities which may at any time 
require protection against cold under the provisions of the 
protective tariff, Secretary Bartel’s notice said, should take 
notice that this investigation embraces all existing rules and 
charges pertaining to such service, and that all such rules and 
charges will be subject to change. Parties who are interested 
in maintaining the present rules and charges, says the notice, 
as well as parties who seek changes, should arrange to be 
represented. 


Cc. A. A. HEARINGS 
The Civil Aeronautics Authority has postponed from April 
25 to July 24, before Examiner R. J. Bartoo, hearing on the 
application of the Erie Isles Airways Co., Inc., for a certificate 
to transport mail, passengers and property between Isle St. 
George, O., and Port Clinton, O. 


TRANSATLANTIC AIR SERVICE 


Eugene P. Thomas, president of the National Foreign 
Trade Council, who appeared before the Civil Aeronautics Au- 
thority to support proposals before that body for government 
aid in launching air service across the Atlantic, said that re- 
plies to a council questionnaire had been received from thirty- 
eight states, representing twenty-six industries, all of which 
expressed the view “that the air service across the Atlantic 
would be helpful to them in carrying on their business, by 
placing them in closer touch with markets in Europe, Africa, 
the near east and British India, which are served by connect- 
ing air services from reat Britain, Germany, the Netherlands, 
Italy and France” (see Traffic World, April 22, p. 908). 

Mr. Thomas pointed out that not only would American 
business reap the advantages of more expeditious delivery of 
mails, shipping documents, etc., “but also would benefit by an 
air express service for delivery abroad of replacement parts for 
machinery, slow turn over articles, products and materials 
for testing and analysis purposes, and other articles of con- 
centrated size and value where the element of time involves 
expense.” American business, he said, would also profit by 
speedy transport service for salesmen, engineers and executives 
visiting Europe. 

Mr. Thomas emphasized the importance and value of an 
American transAtlantic service to American foreign trade, and 
said that “by bringing the principal commercial centers of 
Europe five to six days closer to our foreign traders and by 
having an American service in times of emergency or war, 
American foreign traders will be able to compete more ad- 
vantageously in the markets reached by means of this Amer- 
ican transAtlantic air service.” 


LOAN FOR AIR EQUIPMENT 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has approved an applica- 
tion of Northwest Airlines, Inc., to borrow $480,000 from the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation with which to finance the 
purchase of new equipment. 

The proceeds of the loan and other cash will be used for 
purchase of six DC-3, 21-passenger airplanes, costing $120,000 
each; six engines costing $12,300 each, and spare parts, pro- 
pellers and radio equipment in the amount of $64,100. The total 
purchase price will be $857,900. 
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*This loan is the first to be approved under section 410 of 
the civil aeronautics act which empowers the Authority to 
approve or disapprove, in whole or in part, applications for 
loans or other financial aid from any federal agency to an air 
carrier, and provides that the terms and conditions upon which 
any loan or financial aid is given shall be prescribed by the 
Authority,” said the Authority. 

“It is the opinion of the Authority that the Douglas equip- 
ment is adequate security for the loan on the terms proposed. 
Experience has shown that there is a ready market for the 
resale of Douglas equipment and, while it is difficult to forecast 
the future in the fast developing field of air transportation, it is 
probable that a good resale value may reasonably be expected 
to continue during the period of the loan. 

“The principal and interest on the RFC loan will be payable 
in the amount: of $12,400 monthly, beginning six months after 
the date of the loan, the balance to be paid in four years. All 
payments are to be applied first on the interest and then on 
the principal of the loan.” 


LEA ON LEGISLATION 


Legislation to remedy some of the injustices in the rate 
structure will be recommended in the next few weeks by the 
House committee on interstate and foreign commerce, accord- 
ing to Chairman Lea, of that committee. Speaking before the 
New York Railroad Club the night of April 21, Mr. Lea out- 
lined major aspects of the transportation problem. 

After quoting another to the effect that there had never 
been any other important American problem regarding which 
so many interests and individuals showed so much hypocrisy 
and short-sighted selfishness as with respect to the railroad 
problem, Mr. Lea said the proposed legislation would tend to 
disturb some of those selfish groups. 

“If we do that, and report a measure of general public 
benefit, we hope to be met by a spirit of give and take; a 
willingness to give up something of selfish or supposed par- 
ticular advantage, as a contribution to the greater good of 
stabilizing and bettering our transportation situation,” said he. 

Effective control of competitive rate-making, said he, 
could eliminate many of the artificial circumstances which 
destructively influenced rates at the present time. 

Speaking of cutthroat rates made to obtain traffic, he said 
the attempt to support the transportaion income by a system 
which permitted countless leaks of that character was utterly 
impossible. It was like trying to carry water in a sieve, said he. 


In urging regulation of the rates of all carriers, Mr. Lea 
said in many cases the cost of water transportation was doubt- 
less less than rail. 


“The remedy is not in the destruction of the water car- 
riers for the benefit of the rails,” said he. “The water carrier 
should be protected in a just and reasonable rate, but neither 
competitor should be protected in maintaining a destructive 
rate. This cannot be done unless one regulatory authority shall 
have jurisdiction over both movements. The regulation of 
competitive rates will be ineffectual unless it includes the 
power to fix minimum rates for rail, truck and water carriers 
where they are substantially competitive. 


“We must complete the regulatory system to the extent 
of subjecting water lines to substantially the same supervision 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission that it now exercises 
over rail and highway carriers.” 


The lack of complete control of water rates by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission was a decidedly disrupting in- 
fluence on the freight rate structure of the country, said he. 


Regulation, he contended, would be of benefit to the water 
carriers. 


Chairman Lea reiterated his statement that he would not 
press for enlargement of the Commission at this time. 


INTERSTATE TRADE BARRIERS 

A bibliography of available literature pertaining to inter- 
state trade barriers has been compiled by the Department of 
Commerce at the request of the Council of State Governments. 

The number of requests for information concerning inter- 
state trade barriers received in the Department of Commerce 
in the last few weeks evidenced an increasing interest in the 
subject, said the department. 

Government publications, privately-published books and 
pamphlets, and references to periodicals in which various phases 
of the subject have been discussed are listed in the bibliography. 

A limited number of copies have been made available. 
They may be had without cost on application to the Marketing 
Research Division, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, 
Washington, D. C. 
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PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ACT 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


No change will be made in the existing commodities clause 
by the Senate interstate commerce subcommittee working on 
S. 2009, according to an informal announcement made by its 
members. Chairman Wheeler had announced before the hear- 
ings on the bill were closed that this matter would not be taken 
up at this time. Drastic revision of the clause was proposed in 
section 12 of S.2009. Widespread protest against that section 
resulted in the decision not to attempt to rewrite the clause 
at this time. 

Members of the subcommittee also have agreed, it was 
said, not to subject air carriers to regulation by the Commis- 
sion. This job will be left where it is now—with the Civil 
Aeronautics Authority. 

A study of the various agencies of transportation and the 
subsidy issue was urged in the House by Representative Bender, 
of Ohio. In “extension of remarks” he said the study must be 
undertaken quickly if the nation was to fulfill its obligation 
to the millions of American citizens who depended for their 
incomes on the success “of our great railroad empire.” 

At the conclusion of a long session of the legislative com- 
mittee of the American Trucking Associations, Inc., at which 
it was decided that S. 2009 should be opposed both as to its 
principle and form, Ted V. Rodgers, president of the associa- 
tion, sent a letter to Chairman Wheeler attacking the bill. It 
was asserted that amendments could never cure the results of 
the rewriting of the present law as proposed in the bill. 

“The basic objection rests on the proposition that the pro- 
posed legislation fails to recognize the inherent differences in 
the various transportation agencies and proceeds to subject all 
of them to identical and inapplicable provisions,’ says the 
letter. “For example, ‘long-and-short haul clause’ and ‘rout- 
ing by shippers’ provisions, which were designed for railroads 
operating on a fixed route, are applied to motor carriers. This 
is so even though the certificates (of motor carriers) may call 
for irregular routes only, and the operations are subject to 
different size and weight laws at every state line, and detours 
on account of weather conditions are general. 

“Similar impossible and impracticable provisions are to be 
found throughout the bill. Such results were to be expected 
when it is recalled that the bill in its original form was drafted 
by railroad management and railroad labor, and motor and 
water carriers were not consulted.” 

Mr. Rodgers asserted that too little time was given for 
consideration of the codification proposed. 

“We sincerely urge you to continue the established form 
of regulating each type of transportation by appropriate parts 
of the interstate commerce act, such as Part I for railroads, 
Part II for motor carriers, etc., and to enact such additional 
legislation as may be deemed necessary, by reference to the 
existing form and style of the interstate commerce act, which 
recognizes the inherent characteristics of each transportation 
agency,” said he. 

Chairman Wheeler said April 25 that the subcommittee 
working on S. 2009 was nearing the end of its task and he 
expected to submit the report to the whole committee in a 
few days. That day Senator Reed, at the request of the sub- 
committee, conferred with Commissioner Eastman and other 
members of the Commission on various provisions of the bill, 
including the question of how the Commission should organize 
to transact its business and the form the proposed board or 
authority to investigate the various agencies of transportation 
with a view to bringing about economical operation should 
take. 

The bill revorted by the subcommittee, it was understood, 
would follow the “codified” form of S. 2009. though an effort 
was being made to remove some of the objections to the re- 
sults of the codification in S. 2009. 

In the meantime the subcommittee of the House com- 
mittee on interstate and foreign commerce continued con- 
sideration of proposed legislation in executive session. It was 
understood that the subcommittee was discussing matters of 
policy and not detailed provisions—whether, for example, water 
carriers should be regulated and the extent of the regulation 
to be provided. 

The House subcommittee received a draft of a bill em- 
bodying the recommendations set forth in the Commission’s 
letter to the House committee (see Traffic World, March 25, p. 
657), except those relating to water carriers. It was explained 
that the water carrier provisions had not yet been prepared. 

The bill was prepared for the information of the subcom- 
mittee by the office of legislative counsel at the Capitol for 
the purpose of presenting in tentative form the Commission’s 
recommendations. 

Title I contains amendments to section 5 of the interstate 
commerce act and amendments to sections 16a and 17. Title 


PAGE 969 





III of the bill—Title II will be assigned to water carrier pro- 
visions—creates a federal transportation authority with duties 
and powers as recommended by the Commission. Title IV 
contains miscellaneous provisions, including amendment of the 
RFC act to provide for not more than $300,000,000 in equip- 
ment loans to railroads. There is also a provision requiring 
application of the commercial rates to transportation of persons 
or property for the government. 

A proposed bill embodying railroad loan provisions said 
to have the backing of some Administration officials was under 
consideration by Senator Wagner, chairman of the Senate com- 
mittee on banking and currency. 

The subcommittee of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee had agreed to recommend creation of a temporary inde- 
pendent transportation board to study the transportation situa- 
tion and make recommendations, it was stated April 26. The 
board, under the proposal, would be appointed by the President, 
and its life would be limited to two years. 

Provisions of S. 1085, the bill giving the Commission the 
power to prescribe through routes found to be in the public 
interest without regard to the short-hauling of carriers, would 
be included in the general bill, it was said. 

The subcommittee also decided to include in the bill a pro- 
vision eliminating the requirement in existing law for com- 
petitive bidding by motor carriers for transporting shipments 
for the government. 

Agreement also was reached, it was said, to eliminate the 
equi-distant clause in the fourth section. This has been urged 
by the Commission, railroads and shippers. 

Some provision would be made, it was said, for dealing with 
the sectional rate complaints. 

It was understood that a majority of the House subcommit- 
tee was in favor of regulation of all types of carriers by the 
Commission, application of commercial rates to government 
shipments in place of land-grant rates, of the amendments ‘to 
the RFC act urged by Chairman Jones before the committee, 
and opposed to creation of a reorganization court. Sentiment in 
the subcommittee was said to be opposed to imposition of tolls 
on the waterways, but it was indicated something might be 
worked out looking to disposal of the government barge lines. 

The House subcommittee also was said to favor relief for 
railroads with respect to apportionment of cost of construction 
or reconstruction of bridges over navigable waterways. 

Carl R. Gray and George M. Harrison, of the President’s 
committee of six, discussed the transportation legislative situa- 
tion with the President April 24. Mr. Gray said after the 
conference that he believed legislation would be enacted at 
this session of Congress. 


RAIL REORGANIZATION BILLS 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Belief that H. R. 5407, the Chandler railroad reorganization 
bill, as passed by the House, would open the way for “ditch- 
ing” the work that had been done in railroad reorganization 
cases under section 77 of the federal bankruptcy act, was 
expressed by A. A. Berle, Jr., Assistant Secretary of State, 
when he was asked April 24 if his objection to H. R. 3704, 
the original draft of the bill, applied to the bill as it passed 
the House, Mr. Berle recently wrote Senator Wheeler criti- 
cizing the Chandler bill. 

The bill as it was passed by the House, he believed, could 
be used to take out railroads now in reorganization and place 
them under the Chandler bill plan whereby the carrier would 
make an agreement with its creditors and security holders for 
the postponement of payment of obligations. The incentive 
to do this, he indicated, would come from stock interests 
which feared they would be wiped out in reorganization pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. Berle, who expressed his personal views and who be- 
came interested in railroad matters when he was with the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation early in the Roosevelt 
administration, said he was not opposed to enactment of a 
measure under which a carrier might seek to make an arrange- 
ment such as that in the case of the Baltimore & Ohio, and he 
thought one could be worked out, but he did not think it 
should be in such form as to permit it to be applied to carriers 
in need of reorganization under section 77 and carriers now 
being reorganized under that section. 

Chairman Wheeler said if the Chandler bill were limited to 
a year or two he would not oppose it. 

An additional report of the Senate interstate commerce 
committee based on the investigation of railroads, holding 
companies and affiliated companies, in which the need for 
amendment of section 77 of the bankruptcy act is discussed, has 
been submitted to the Senate by Chairman Wheeler. The re- 
port stated that provisions to meet the needs indicated in the 
report were included in S. 1869, the Wheeler-Truman rail re- 
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organization bill. The report consists almost wholly of excerpts 
from the testimony heard by the subcommittee which con- 
ducted the investigation. 

The Senate interstate commerce committee began hearings 
April 27 on S. 1869, the Wheeler-Truman railroad reorganiza- 
tion bill, providing for creation of a railroad reorganization 
court. A summary of the provisions of the bill was published 
in the Traffic World, March 25, p. 665. 

Chairman Wheeler announced that the Chandler bill, H. R. 
6407, would be considered by the committee at the conclusion 
of the hearings on S. 1869. He said the two measures were 
not in conflict. 

Commissioner Splawn was the first witness. He sub- 
mitted statistics on railroad receiverships and data on railroads 
now in receivership or trusteeship, including selected financial 
and operating statistics. He talked generally on the back- 
ground of railroad insolvencies and the necessity for re- 
organizations. 

The most important cause of financial failures of railroads 
was overexpansion, said he, pointing out that in earlier times 
the railroads were overexpanded but that in the last decade 
the overexpansion resulted from development of highway and 
other forms of transportation. 

Commissioner Splawn spoke in favor of creating a special 
reorganization court. One of the points he made in illustra- 
tion of the need for a special tribunal was that the Commission 
was not expert in adjusting priorities in railroad reorganization 
cases—that the Commission was not a court and that its work 
was that of an administrative body. Shuttling of reorganiza- 
tion plans between the Commission and the courts as now ob- 
taining under the present law, he thought, was not the proper 
way to handle the reorganization proceedings. He said section 
77 of the federal bankruptcy act needed to be clarified and 
the procedure thereunder simplified. There should be no en- 
couragement for the making of reorganization plans for trading 
purposes, he said, and indicated creation of a special court 
would put a stop to that practice. 

Under the existing system, said the commissioner, there 
was nothing in the way of development of principles in the 
handling of the reorganizations—there was a “groping in the 
dark.” District judges were not always experienced in re- 
organization matters, he said. At this point Senator Austin, 
of Vermont, said judges had testified that they could not give 
the detailed attention necessary to such proceedings. 

Commissioner Splawn did not think that, under the pro- 
visions of the bill, reorganizations would be delayed. It was 
pointed out that the special court might use both the Commis- 
sion and the district courts in its work. Operations would be 
left in the hands of district courts, said he. 


An explanation of the bill was made by Max Lowenthal, 
special counsel to the subcommittee of the Senate interstate 
commerce committee which investigated railroad financing and 
related matters. He pointed out that recommendations or sug- 
gestions for creation of a special court had been made by the 
committee composed of Commissioners Splawn, Eastman and 
Mahaffie last spring and by the President’s committee of six. 
These recommendations, as well as suggestions made by wit- 
nesses in the railroad investigations, had been taken into con- 
sideration in the drafting of the bill, said he. 


One of the reasons urged in support of creating a special 
court, said he, was that it would make for sounder reorganiza- 
tions—that it would be less likely the reorganizations of the 
same organization would recur as had been the experience in 
a number of instances. Reorganization plans should be formu- 
lated to the end that they would not lead to further reorgani- 
zations, he said. 

Mr. Lowenthal, once a secretary to a judge of the abolished 
commerce court, did not think that arguments based on the 
experience of that court were applicable to the proposed re- 
organization court, pointing out that opponents of the court 
proposal preferred to that experience. He thought the com- 
merce court won public disfavor because it tried rate cases de 
novo and enjoined rate orders of the Commission in the mean- 
time. 


RFC TO NEW LOAN AGENCY 

Creation of the “Federal Loan Agency,” the Administrator 
of which would be responsible for coordination of the functions 
and activities of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation and 
other federal government lending agencies, has been proposed 
to Congress by President Roosevelt in his first reorganization 
plan submitted under the recently enacted government re- 
organization bill. 

The President said he found it desirable and necessary 
in order to carry out the purposes of the reorganization act 
to group under a federal loan agency those independent lend- 
ing agencies which had been established from time to time 
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for the purpose of stimulating and stabilizing the financial, 
commercial and industrial enterprises of the nation. In addi- 
tion to the RFC the agencies are the Electric Home and Farm 
Authority, the Federal Home Loan Bank Board, the Federal 
Housing Administration and their associated agencies and 
boards, as well as the Export-Import Bank of Washington. 

Congress has sixty days from April 25 on which to act 
on the proposal. If it does not act in that period the reorgani- 
zation proposed will become effective. 





RAIL UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 


A favorable report on S. 2017, with amendments, a bill 
amending the railroad unemployment insurance act, has been 
made to the Senate by Chairman Wheeler on behalf of the 
Senate interstate commerce committee. The committee report 
said preparation by the Railroad Retirement Board for the 
administration of the act revealed that a few minor amendments 
would considerably simplify the administration of the act and 
make its provisions more readily comprehended. After confer- 
ences with representatives of employers and representatives of 
employes, agreement was reached by all the parties except as to 
one amendment, according to the report. This amendment relates 
to the waiting period requirement which an employe must meet 
before he can qualify for compensation. The waiting period 
specified by the bill is 15 days in which there are eight or 
more days of unemployment. The Association of American 
Railroads desired that the eight days be consecutive. 


PENSION ACT AMENDMENT 


Representative Whelchel, of Georgia, has introduced H. R. 
5989, a bill amending paragraph 3 of section 2 (a) of the 
railroad retirement act to provide annuities for individuals who 
are totally and permanently disabled and have completed fifteen 
years of service as compared with thirty years now required. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The National Mediation Board has certified that the Broth- 
erhood of Sleeping Car Porters has been designated to repre- 
sent parlor car, club car and coal porters, employed by the 
Chicago & North Western; and the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen to represent the class or craft of yardmasters em- 
ployed by the Grand Trunk Western, for the purposes of the 
railway labor act. 


DEFICIT IN NET INCOME 


Class I railroads in the first two months of 1939 had a 
net deficit of $33,085,000 after fixed charges, according to the 
Association of American Railroads. For the first two months 
of 1938, Class I roads had a net deficit of $77,725,000 after fixed 
charges. 

Class I railroads for February alone had a net deficit of 
$24,364,000 after fixed charges, compared with a net deficit of 
$44,405,000 after fixed charges in February, 1938. 

The same railroads in February, 1939, had a net railway 
operating income of $18,591,000, compared with a net railway 
operating deficit of $1,909,000 in February, 1938. 


A. A. R. MEMBER MEETING 


The Association of American Railroads will hold a member 
meeting at New York May 3. The transportation legislative 
situation will be discussed and the question of approving an 
appropriation for the next year for public relations work will 
be considered, according to officials. 


LEISERSON FOR LABOR BOARD 

President Roosevelt April 25 nominated William M. Leiser- 
son, chairman of the National Mediation Board, to be a mem- 
ber of the National Labor Relations Board, to succeed Donald 
Wakefield Smith. 

President Roosevelt indicated at his press conference April 
25 that he was considering appointing former Representative 
David J. Lewis, New Deal candidate for U. S. senator who un- 
successfully opposed Senator Tydings in the Maryland primaries 
last year, to succeed Mr. Leiserson on the National Mediation 
Board, which administers the railway labor act. 


LOCOMOTIVE FUEL AND POWER 


The cost of fuel and power charged to yard and train serv- 
ice for Class I railroads, including switching and terminal 
companies, amounted to $20,337,630 in February, 1939, as com- 
pared with $20,160,281 in February, 1938, according to a com- 
pilation made by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics. For 
the two months ended with February, 1939, the cost was 
$42,400,261, as compared with $43,058,112 for the two months 
ended with February, 1938. 
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SECTIONAL RATE COMPLAINTS 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


President Roosevelt transmitted to Congress April 27 a 
report of the Tennessee Valley Authority on supplemental 
phases of the interterritorial freight rate problem of the United 
States, the principal report having been made in May, 1937, 
under the supervision of J. Haden Alldredge, confirmed this 
week aS a member of the Commission. The supplemental 
report, dated January 10, 1939, is credited to the commerce 
department of the T. V. A. of which Mr. Alldredge has been 
director. 

In a letter to the President, H. A. Morgan, T. V. A. chair- 
man, said the initial report revealed that shippers of manu- 
factured and semi-finished goods in the southern and western 
areas of the United States were subject to substantially higher 
freight rates than the shippers within official territory and that 
the result was that the southern and western regions must 
suffer a substantial competitive disadvantage if they were to 
market their processed products in official territory. The 
supplemental report, he said, revealed two additional facts that 
should be noted in current consideration of this problem: 


1. Shippers in southern and western portions of the United States 
must pay transportation charges, in order to market their processed 
goods in the rich consuming area in the east, which are higher, mile 
for mile, than those rates available to shippers in eastern Canada. 
The volume of manufactures from industrial areas in eastern Canada 
which move into the Official territory, coupled with the relatively 
low level of freight rates for these movements, are indicative of the 
marketing opportunity now in possession of these industrial centers 
in eastern Canada which is not enjoyed in the same degree by the 
outlying territories of the United States. It would seem that the con- 
tiguous territories of the United States south and west of the Official 
territory at least should enjoy the same opportunity in so far as trans- 
portation charges are concerned as is granted by the carriers to pro- 
ducers in the adjacent territory of eastern Canada. 
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2. The recent revision upward of freight rates on a uniform per- 
centage basis, provided for in Ex Parte No. 123, 226 I. C. C. 41 (1937- 
1938), has accentuated the discrimination resultant from the main- 
tenance of regional freight rates. The increase on any given rate of an 
assumed percentage is necessarily greater in terms of dollars and 
cents than the same percentage increase on a lower rate. This current 
development in our national freight rate structure increases the im- 
portance of an early consideration of the effect of the maintenance 
of regional freight rate structures on our national economy. 

Chairman Morgan said the supplemental study confirmed 
the finding in the original report that the regional freight rate 
structures were not justified on a cost basis. He dwelt on the 
alleged discrimination against the areas held to be prejudiced 
and its adverse effect on national development and added: 


The power of adjusting this regional freight rate structure is 
clearly held by the Congress of the United States. Already legislation 
prohibiting discrimination between persons, corporations, and localities 
is the law of the land, enforced by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion. 

A simple technique of adjustment is available. In the past Congress 
has exercised its power by establishing the national policies of common 
carrier regulation and laying down the general rules by which such 
regulation is to be accomplished, leaving the administrative task, in- 
volving the mechanics of rate-making, to the regulatory agency. The 
regional discrimination pointed out in the report may be corrected by 
application of this traditional system of regulation. It is enough for 
Congress to prohibit discrimination between regions and territories, 
and adopt a polcy that its regulatory agency will follow in molding 
a national rate structure avoiding this discrimination. 


The subject of this supplemental survey is one of current interest, 
information regarding the problem is in demand, and the initial report 
is already published. For these reasons it is suggested that the report 
be properly printed, together with the charts and tables, as an official 
document. 

The personnel of the Tennessee Valley Authority which have en- 
gaged in this study will remain available for requests by Congress 
or the Executive for additional information concerning this vital 
subject. 
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MORE ABOUT WALL VS. SMITH 


Editor The Traffic World: 

If Mr. Wall (Traffic World, April 15, page 856) appears 
to be “grossly insulted” by Mr. Smith of Shein’s Express 
(Traffic World, April 8, page 812) who said “as cold as a 
nun’s lips,” I wonder how you, as editor, feel at Mr. Wall’s 
“demand” that you give editorial mention to what Mr. Smith 
may say and how he feels about the “demand” that he with- 
draw the phrase. 

Mr. Wall will find that other faiths than the Roman 
Catholic have nuns, if he will look in Webster’s dictionary. 

The Traffic World is hardly a medium for religious preju- 
dice, but as one of the few publications left which will not 
suppress free speech, it will probably surprise many if either 
you or Mr. Smith dignify Mr. Wall’s demands. 

Flushing, L. I., April 21, 1939. 
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John Krings. 


CALIFORNIA COMMISSION’S WORK 


Editor The Traffic World: 

I believe the following will be of interest to the transpor- 
tation industry. 

Since the highway and city carriers’ acts became effective, 
September 16, 1935, this commission has conducted 23,704 
informal investigations involving the probable violations of 
the provisions of the highway carriers’ act, city carriers’ act, 
and public utilities act, and of the various orders issued there- 
under pertaining to the establishment of rates and operative 
rights. Of these, 18,501 investigations were originated on the 
Commission’s own initiative. The remaining 5,203 matters 
arose on informal complaints. Twelve thousand, one hundred 
ninety-six citations have been issued by the commission and 
1,922 have been issued by city and district attorneys on the 
commission’s request. A large number of the informal investi- 
gations conducted by the commission disclosed undercharges 
which the commission required to be collected in each instance. 
Such collections exceed $400,000 annually. 
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In addition to -the informal investigations made by the 
commission, a total of 300 formal prosecution proceedings have 
been brought to bring about compliance with the law and the 
provisions of the commission’s orders. One hundred thirty- 
four criminal cases have been prosecuted before the criminal 
courts of the state, of which 127 resulted in convictions. The 
remaining proceedings were dismissed by the court on the 
defendant having complied with the law or having discontinued 
transportation operations. 

Fifty-four proceedings have been brought before the supe- 
rior courts of the state for the collection of civil penalties for 
violations of the law and of the orders issued thereunder in 
which penalties were sought. The minimum penalties sued for 
by the commission totaled $247,000, with the maximum penal- 
ties totaling $455,000. To date, judgments have been rendered 
in favor of the state in twenty-eight of these penalty proceed- 
ings, which have averaged nearly $1,000 a judgment. 

One hundred thirteen formal proceedings have been brought 
before the commission for the suspension or revocation of 
operating permits and certificates, or for cease and desist or- 
ders. Twenty-five highway and city carrier permits were 
suspended for a total of more than seven hundred days and 
seven permits and certificates have been permanently revoked. 

Warren K. Brown, Director of Transportation, 
Railroad Commission of the State of California. 
San Francisco, Calif., April 17, 1939. 


HUMAN SECURITY FIRST 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In your railroad economies editorials, as part of your 
specific program, you state among other things that transpor- 
tation agencies are entitled to a reasonable return, but you 
religiously avoid, or, rather, I should say, you are nonreligiously 
avoiding, advocation of a reasonable return to the humans who 
wil! be left destitute unless provided for, in the furthering of 
the “necessary” economies and consolidations. 

Certainly, those who devoted their lives to the industry 
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during the period when interest and dividends were being 
earned are as much entitled to, and more deserving of imme- 
diate and future security than the actually invested or book- 
born dollars of stock and bond holders who collected the in- 
terest paid. We must have economies—in fact, they are 
inevitable—but they should and can be effected through a 
long-drawn policy which will leave no hungry humans in their 
wake. 


Toledo, O., April 21, 1939. W. W. Kolhoff. 





This letter pretty well presents the idea propounded by 
many, either honestly mistaken or pretending great sympathy 
for the employe for the sake of his vote, that business exists 
or should exist for the benefit of employes, and ignores the 
fact that, if there are no profits, there will be no business and 
can be no employes. What would the writer of this communi- 
cation do if he were the owner or head of a business that 
was losing money and he could keep his head above water by 
reducing the number of his employes or cutting their pay? 
The argument of the employe that we must have economies 
but that they must not be effected at the cost of employes 
is as foolish as the argument of the politicians (agreed to by 
management) that we must have consolidations but labor dis- 
charged as a result of the consolidations must be “taken care 
of.”"—Editor The Traffic World. 


WATERWAY REGULATION 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Referring to your editorial of April 15 entitled, “Let’s 
Have the Facts!” 

I agree with you that all the facts should be considered 
before action is taken by Congress on transportation legislation 
now under consideration, but the statements you attribute to 
Senators Wheeler and Reed in reference to who gets the 
benefit of lower freight rates are far from the facts. 

The consumer pays the freight, be it large or small. The 
lower the freight, the less the total cost of the commodity— 
therefore, the larger the consumption. The cost of transport- 
ing agricultural commodities to market is just as much a part 
of the cost of the commodity, on which the selling price is 
based, as the cost of production. The producer and the con- 
sumer profit by low freight rates—for instance, citrus fruit 
raised in Florida and consumed in New York, of which there 
is now a large surplus which is being destroyed at point of 
origin. If the cost of transportation is low and the movement 
to market is unhampered by unnecessary regulation, the price 
to the consumer is low; therefore, much larger quantities are 
consumed, thus helping both the grower in Florida and the 
consumer in New York. It looks as if even a senator could 
see that. 

The situation on peanuts is not quite so simple, as peanuts 
are grown by the farmer, processed by the miller, then shipped 
to peanut product manufacturers in distant cities who manu- 
facture the peanuts into peanut candy, salted peanuts, etc. 
Peanut candy and salted peanuts must be sold for five cents a 
package. The manufacturer cannot raise the price to six or 
seven cents as his total cost advances; therefore, he simply 
takes a few peanuts out of the five cent bag, or a fraction of 
an ounce off the five cent candy bar, and, indirectly, the con- 
sumer still pays the freight. The result of this is that the 
five cent package of peanut products is not so desirable, con- 
sumption declines, and the producer of the peanuts suffers. 

We have never run across a case where the handler of 
agricultural commodities added the rail cost of transportation 
to his total cost regardless of how the commodity was trans- 
ported. If the commodity is transported by rail at a high 
rate, he adds the actual cost of transportation to the cost of 
the commodity. If the commodity is handled by water or 
truck on a low rate, he adds only the actual cost of the 
transportation to the total cost of the commodity. This should 
be clear and is easily proved. 

Now, about government regulation of carriers on the in- 
land waterways. It is true that it does not seem fair to regu- 
late rail and truck carriers and not regulate water carriers, 
but three wrongs never made a right. Are we to have our 
last free and unhampered method of transportation strangled 
almost to death as our railroads have been and as the trucks 
soon will be? We should certainly give this matter careful 
— before “jumping out of the frying pan into the 

re.” 

We all agree that the rail carriers have been over-regu- 
lated, which has contributed largely to the serious condition 
in which they are. Truck regulation by the Commission is 
being sadly mismanaged. Some of the bright young men 
whom the Commission has turned loose on the public as motor 
truck supervisors are pitiful. I could tell you a story of 
decisions being changed over night, one decision being given 
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to a poor trucker who knew no better and an entirely differ- 
ent decision being given to an official who knew what it was 
all about, but this is another story. As truck regulation is 
comparatively new, we will hope the Commission will correct 
the many errors that have been made. 

With the sad plight of the railroads and truck lines in 
view, I would hesitate a long time before voting for regula- 
tion of our water lines by the Commission. 

The proposal to make a charge for the use of waterways 
that have been dredged by the government is about the most 
ridiculous I have ever seen in print and has gone far to sour 
the public on the proposed transportation legislation. Ever 
since the days of the American Revolution it has been the 
policy of this government to open and maintain waterways for 
the use of the public in order to encourage commerce. Why 
should this policy be changed at this late date in order to 
help the railroads which, due to their own mismanagement 
and over-regulation by the government, have gotten into 
trouble? Certainly, this is not the answer to the problem. 

To follow that idea through to its logical conclusion you 
would have to make a charge on every ship that came through 
the Virginia Capes in a government dredged channel, or on 
every ship that used Ambrose Channel, which cost the govern- 
ment many millions of dollars, in entering the port of New 
York. 

The sooner Congress gets away from these ridiculous ideas 
to active constructive legislatiaon, the sooner our transportation 
problems will be solved. 

There is one point on which we can agree; that is that 
the government should get out of the transportation business 
immediately. The Mississippi Barge Line should have been 
sold years ago. There is no excuse now for the government 
being in the transportation business in competition with other 
common carriers. The Mississippi Barge Line should be sold 
to a private company that could operate it probably more 
efficiently than the government, but let us all hope that, when 
the government does sell the line to private interests, it will 
not strangle it by over-regulation. 

W. B. Jester, 
Executive Secretary and Traffic Manager, 
Virginia-Carolina Peanut Association. 
Suffolk, Va., April 22, 1939. 


TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT INSTITUTE 


Editor The Traffic World: 

At the request of Mr. F. A. Keeling, and also due to my 
own interest in the profession of traffic management, I agreed 
to act as key man or chairman for southern California in the 
national movement for an American Institute of Traffic Man- 
agement, sponsored by Mr. Keeling. At my invitation several 
well known members of the traffic profession agreed to serve 
as members of an organizing committee. This committee met 
and organized the California State Council, American Institute 
of Traffic Management, composed of the following officers and 
members: President, R. F. Shackelford, Superintendent and 
Traffic Manager, Ellis-Klatscher & Co.; vice-president, W. O. 
Narry, Traffic manager, Richfield Oil Corporation; treasurer, 
W. E. Perkins, Traffic Manager, Aircraft Traffic Association; 
secretary, Bess E. Anderson, Traffic Manager, California Car- 
loading, Inc.; H. W. Leiser, Traffic Manager, Barker Bros. 
Corporation; Neil Manor, Traffic Manager, Grether & Grether, 
Inc. 

This committee consists of members of the following traffic 
and transportation organizations: Los Angeles Traffic Manager’s 
Conference, Los Angeles Transportation Club, The Western 
Traffic Conference, Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles, The 
Rail and Water Club. 

This organization has gone on record as endorsing and 
recognizing Mr. Keeling as national president of the American 
Institute of Traffic Management. 

We will greatly appreciate an announcement of our organi- 
zation in your columns, and we wish to thank you for the 
publicity you have already given to the movement. 

American Institute of Traffic Management, 
California State Council, 
R. F. Shackelford, President. 

Los Angeles, Calif., April 19, 1939. 


GRADE CROSSING ELIMINATION 


Rules and regulations relating to the elimination of hazards 
at railroad grade crossings have been promulgated by Secre- 
tary Wallace, of the Department of Agriculture, under the 
federal highway act. It is provided, among other things, that 
all projects under the act shall be initiated by the states and 
submitted in the same manner as other federal aid projects. 
The regulations provide for specific application of federal funds 
and other details in connection with the grade crossing work. 
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HIGHWAY BUILDING REPORT 


President Roosevelt transmitted to Congress April 27 a re- 
port of the Bureau of Public Roads of the U. S. Department 
of Agriculture on the feasibility of a system of transcon- 
tinental toll roads and a master plan for free highway 
development. 

The bureau, of which Thomas H. MacDonald is chief, 
found that while the building of six superhighways on selected 
locations was entirely feasible from a physical standpoint, a 
direct toll system on these superhighways, in their entirety, 
would not be feasible as a means of recovering the entire cost 
of the facilities. 

On the basis of its investigation the bureau said a sound 
federal policy for the construction of a system of transcon- 
tinental superhighways, traversing the entire extent of the 
United States from east to west and from north to south, could 
not rest on the expectation that the costs of constructing and 
operating such a system as a whole would be recoverable, in 
their entirety or in any large part from direct tolls collected 
from the users. 

“The factual evidence presented in this report clearly indi- 
cates,” said the bureau, “that the construction of direct toll 
highways cannot be relied upon as a sound solution of the 
problem of providing adequate facilities for the vitally necessary 
highway transportation of the United States, or to solve any 
considerable part of this problem.” 

If, as an actual test of the feasibility of a limited mileage 
of toll roads, it was the desire of Congress to make provision 
for the construction of a section of highway of substantial 
length on which there was reasonable prospect of the recovery 
of the costs through tolls, said the bureau, it was recommended 
that such provision be made applicable to a section of highway, 
properly located, and extending from an appropriate point near 
Washington, D. C., to an appropriate point near Boston, Mass. 

The bureau said it was recognized that the report should be 
constructive rather than negative in character and also that 
the Secretary of Agriculture was directed by the basic federal 
highway legislation to submit reports or recommendations to 
Congress on important highway matters. Conforming with that 
direction, it said, there was included in the report a discussion 
of the most important problems confronting both the federal 
and state governments and their subdivisions with respect to 
highway facilities. From the discussion, it said, there emerged 
the general outline of what was in effect a master highway 
plan for the entire nation. 


“The carrying out of the plan in all its parts calls for 
appropriate action by the federal and state governments and 
all county and municipal subdivisions,” said the bureau. ‘As 
desirable joint contributions of the federal and state govern- 
ments, the report lists several undertakings as follows: 


1. The construction of a special, tentatively defined system of direct 
interregional highways, with all necessary connections through and 
around cities, designed to meet the requirements of the national de- 
fense in time of war and the needs of a growing peace-time traffic of 
longer range. 

2. The modernization of the federal-aid highway system. 

3. The elimination of hazards at railroad grade crossings. 

4. An improvement of secondary and feeder roads, properly inte- 
grated with land-use programs. 


“The report also includes a description of difficulties 
encountered in the acquisition of adequate rights-of-way; and, 
in view of the fundamental necessity of such rights-of-way, a 
proposal of definite measures by which the United States could 
aid in the acquisition of suitable rights-of4vay and simultane- 
ously contribute helpfully to the solution of other urgent 
problems, especially certain problems confronting the larger 
cities.” 

The approximate total length of the six superhighways, 
as projected, said the report, was 14,336 miles and the esti- 
mated cost, $2,899,000,000, or an average of $202,270 a mile. 
The estimated cost a mile varied from a maximum of $1,158,400 
for the section from Jersey City, N. J., to New Haven, Conn., to 
a minimum of $63,450 for the section from Rupert, Ida., to 
Brigham, Utah. 

The bureau estimated average annual expenditure for 
the period 1945-1960, required for financing the construction, 
maintaining the property and operating the facility, for the six 
superhighways, at $184,054,000 as against an average of $72,- 
140,000 estimated revenue from tolls. 

The bureau’s investigation did not support the belief that 
there exists an important volume of transcontinental motor 
travel. The average daily passenger-car traffic between the 
west coast states and all points east of the Mississippi over all 
main east-west highways would be found to be fewer than 800 
vehicles, according to the bureau. These vehicles, it added, 
could not be attracted to a single east-west route under any 
circumstance. 

For the period 1945-1960, the most optimistic estimated 
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average daily toll-paying traffic, said the bureau, varied from a 
maximum of 5,998 passenger automobiles and 1,500 motor trucks 
and busses for the section from Jersey City, N. J., to New 
Haven, Conn., to a minimum of 96 passenger automobiles and 24 
motor trucks and busses for the section from Spokane, Wash., 
to Fargo, N. D. 

“The test of the feasibility of a direct toll system on the 
roads,” said the bureau, “is based upon assumed average rates 
of 3.5 cents per vehicle-mile for motor trucks and busses and 
1 cent per vehicle-mile for passenger cars. Since, on the aver- 
age, it is estimated that the ratio of motor trucks and busses to 
passenger automobiles in the traffic will be approximately as 
1 is to 4, the assumed toll rates for each type of vehicle result 
in an average rate of 1.5 cents per vehicle-mile for vehicles of 
all descriptions. It is believed that the usage rates assumed are 
reasonable for the purpose of testing the feasibility of a direct 
toll system on these roads. If higher rates were assumed, it 
would be necessary to reduce the estimated potential toll-paying 
traffic, probably by an amount that would result in a net reduc- 
tion of the total yield. If lower rates were assumed, it is doubt- 
ful that the increased traffic would be sufficient to produce 
a greater total yield. In addition to these tolls, based on miles 
traveled, additional tolls were assumed for certain bridges 
where no alternate free facilities exist.” 

There were two sections on which it was estimated that the 
annual toll collections for 1960 would slightly exceed the annual 
cost. These extend from a point near Philadelphia to a point 
near New Haven, 172 miles. On these two sections the estimated 
revenue of the year 1960 represented 109 and 104 per cent, 
respectively, of the estimated cost for that year, or a combined 
average of 106 per cent. 


“Some of the proposals for the construction of so-called 
trancontinental highways appear to be motivated by a belief 
that there exists an important volume of transcontinental 
travel; i. e., a through travel in motor vehicles between points 
in the Atlantic coast or far eastern states and points in the 
Pacific coast or far western states. No other explanation 
adequately accounts for the usual insistence upon a virtually 
absolute straightness of line between the continental termini. 

“Facts developed by the highway planning surveys definite- 
ly and conclusively show that there is no fully transcontinental 
travel, none even of semi-continental range, that could be 
accumulated in sufficient amount on any one or several high- 
ways traversing the breadth of the country, either to justify 
the construction, or to any considerable extent determine 
the character or location of such a highway or highways.” 

A survey of one-way trips of passenger cars which ex- 
tended outside of cities in eleven states—Florida, Kansas, Louisi- 
ana, Minnesota, New Hempshire, Pennsylvania, South Dakota, 
Utah, Vermont, Washington and Wisconsin—revealed that trips 
less than 5 miles in length constituted the largest group in 
all the states, ranging between 25.7 per cent of all trips in one 
state and 43.8 per cent in another, the percentages in the other 
nine states lying between these limits. Trips from 5 to 10 
miles in length constituted the next largest group, and those 
from 10 to 20 miles long the third largest group. The mean of 
all trip lengths was shown to range from 11.7 miles to 18.7 
miles; the median from 6.3 miles to 8.9 miles. The report said 
the data also indicated that trips of passenger cars owned in 
rural areas were generally shorter than trips of cars owned in 
cities; and also that the length of trip by city-owned cars in- 
creased generally with the population of the city in which they 
were owned. 


Would Dodge Toll Roads 


In estimating the probable volume of toll-paying traffic 
on the selected superhighways, the bureau gave consideration 
to a survey made by the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce of the Department of Commerce showing that the 
majority of family passenger cars were owned by families of 
very moderate income—more than half were owned by families 
having an annual income of $1,500 or less. Less than 5 per 
cent were owned by families that have an annual income of 
more than $5,000. Less than a third were owned by families 
that had annual incomes in excess of $2,000. 

A toll of 1 cent a mile was likely to appear as a 100 
per cent increase in the cost of operation of a car by an owner 
with an income of less than $1,500 a year, it said, and so 
viewed it was an additional cost that he was not likely to pay. 

The bureau said the bulk of the traffic would continue to 
use the main public highways, for which it paid wholly or in 
large part, through special user taxes; and, increasing in 
future years, would ultimately force the substantial rebuilding 
which on many sections of these highways was already urgently 
necessary. 

Federal Financial Aid 
In discussing measures by which the federal government 


could aid in carrying forward the bureau’s recommendations in 
lieu of a superhighway program, the report said the government 
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could facilitate the acquisition of adequate rights of way by 
supplying capital for investment in highway and street rights- 
of-way on a scale sufficient to protect the facilities and pro- 
vide amply for their expected growth. 

“Such rights-of-way acquired with federal funds at the 
request of a state highway department, and in accordance with 
state and federal laws, could remain the property of the fed- 
eral government subject to lease by the state over a period 
of 50 years on terms that would in that period amortize the 
initial cost,” it said. 

Effectively to administer such a provision, it said, would 
probably require the creation of a federal land authority, hav- 
ing corporate status with adequate capitalization and authority 
to issue obligations within prescribed limits, which would be 
empowered to acquire, hold, sell and lease lands for stated 
purposes. ; 

There are 212 pages (typewritten) in the report which in- 
cludes many tables, charts and illustrations. 


Roosevelt’s Message 
In his message of transmittal, President Roosevelt said: 


The report, prepared at the request of the Congress, is the first 
complete assembly of data on the use being made of our national high- 
way network. It points definitely to the corrective masures of greatest 
urgency and shows that existing improvements may be fully utilized in 
meeting ultimate highway needs. 

It emphasizes the need of a special system of direct interregional 
highways, with all necessary connections through and around cities, de- 
signed to meet the requirements of the national defense and the needs 
of a growing peace-time traffic of longer range. 

It shows that there is need for superhighways, but makes it clear 
that this need exists only where there is congestion on the existing 
roads, and mainly in metropolitan areas. Improved facilities, needed 
for the solution of city street congestion, are shown to occupy a 
fundamental place in the general replanning of the cities indicated as 
necessary in the report ‘‘Our Cities’’, issued in September 1937 by the 
National Resources Committeee. 

The report also points definitely to difficulties of right-of-way ac- 
quisition as obstacles to a proper development of both rural highways 
and city streets, and makes important and useful recommendations for 
dealing with these difficulties. 

I call the special attention of the Congress to the discussion of the 
principle of ‘‘excess-taKing’’ of land for highways. I lay great emphasis 
on this because by adopting the principle of ‘‘excess-taking’’ of land, 
the ultimate cost to the Goverment of a great national system of high- 
ways will be greatly reduced. 

For instance, we all know that it is largely a matter of chance if 
a new highway is located through one man’s land and misses another 
man’s land a few miles away. Yet the man who, by good fortune, sells 
a narrow right of way for a new highway makes, in most cases, a hand- 
some profit through the increase in value of all of the rest of his land. 
That represents an unearned increment of profit—a profit which comes 
to a mere handful of lucky citizens and which is denied to the vast 
majority. 

Under the exercise of the principle of ‘‘excess-taking’’ of land, the 
Goverment, which puts up the cost of the highway, buys a wide strip 
on each side of the highway itself, uses it for the rental of concessions 
and sells it off over a period of years to home builders and others who 
wish to live near a main artery of travel. Thus the Government gets 
the unearned increment and reimbures itself in large part for the build- 
ing of the road. 

In its full discussion of the whole highway problem and the wealth 
of exact data it supplies, the report indicates the broad outlines of what 
might be regarded as a master plan for the development of all of the 
highway and street facilities of the nation. 

I recommend the report for the consideration of the Congress as a 
basis for needed action to solve our highway problems. 


In its report the bureau said that a new situation might 
arise through efforts by governmental agencies to recoup all 
or part of the cost of highway and street improvements by 
the resale or other disposal of benefited lands in excess of 
the need for the highway or streets acquired in advance of 
their improvement. The bureau discussed this subject, to 
which the President referred in his message, briefly. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC-F 743, A. M. Whitney, purchase, G. J. Neisler, as of 
April 14; MC-F 687, Contract Carrier, Inc., purchase, J. C. 
Dunbar, as of April 15; MC 8088 Sub. No. 1, Lewis Hance, ex- 
tension of operations, as of April 6; MC 12117, Joseph F. 
Berna, brokerage license, as of April 10; MC 42603, Frank P. 
Carrar and Lawrence Carrar, common carrier application, as 
of April 6; MC 47415 Sub. No. 1, Maurice G. Ackley, extension, 
Geneva, Ill., as of April 10; MC 52382, Walter J. Lawson and 
Ernest H. Lawson, common carrier application, as of April 10; 
MC 89474, J. F. Hornback and C. E. Hornback, contract carrier 
application, as of April 10; MC 95050, Stanley W. Wasko, 
Frank W. Wasko and Edward Wasko, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 10; MC 95684, Parker Brothers, Inc., common 
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carrier application, as of April 6; MC 920, Ivan A. Manske, 
contract carrier application, as of April 8; MC 920 Sub. No. 1, 
Ivan A. Manske, extension, Topeka, as of April 8; MC 12104, 
John L. Moyers, broker application, as of April 10; MC 34526 
Sub. No. 1, Nick Prelosky, Manor extension of operations, as 
of April 10; MC 50183 Sub. No. 2, Western Ranch Co., ex- 
tension of operations, as of April 7; MC 86928, C. E. Reynolds, 
contract carrier application, as of April 7; MC 86996, Coast 
Lines, Ltd., common carrier application, as of April 7; MC 
88462, Martin R. Young, common carrier application, as of 
April 8; MC 88779, Sophie Ann Kangas, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of April 7; MC 89136, Clarkson Gas Transport, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 7; MC 89148, Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway Co., extension of passenger operations, 
as of April 7; MC 89514, S. F. Carr and R. E. Ormsby, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 8; MC 92544, L. L. Storey, 
common carrier application, as of April 8; MC 93027, Delbert 
H. Shofkom, common carrier application, as of April 11; MC 
93083, Arnold Miller, common carrier application, as of April 
11; MC 93722, Homer W. Jones, contract carrier application, 
as of April 8; MC 94092, Hutchings Fast Freight (successor 
in interest to Robert William Hutchings), common carrier 
application, as of April 8; MC 94704, Raymond Klink, common 
carrier application, as of April 11; MC 95084, Melford A. Hove, 
common carrier application, as of April 11; MC 95539, R. E. 
Bruce, common carrier application, as of April 7; MC 95596, 
Cornelius Groen, common carrier application, as of April 8; 
MC 95701, Jaris J. Miller, common carrier application, as of 
April 11; MC 95712, T. F. Gebbie, common carrier application, 
as of April 11; MC 1484, Sub. No. 1, Henderson-Shreveport Mo- 
tor Coaches, Inc., extension, Henderson-Jacksonville, as of April 
14; MC 2359, Sub. No. 1, Rocco D. Dameo, extension of opera- 
tion, concrete pipe, as of April 13; MC 2545, J. Wesley Lowther, 
common carrier application, as of April 13; MC 5483, Sub. No. 1, 
Elk Transportation Co., Inc., extension of operations, Jersey 
City, N. J., as of April 13; MC 7792 Sub. No. 2, Penn-Ohio 
Coach Lines Co., common carrier application, as of April 13; 
MC 11184 Sub. No. 1, McDaniel Freight Lines, Inc., extension, 
Lafayette and Rockville, as of April 13; MC 40064, Duncan 
Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier application, as of April 14; 
MC 55427 Sub. No. 2, C. H. Johnson and Jack Bradley, exten- 
sion of operations, Wisconsin et al., as of April 14; MC 59022 
Sub. No. 1, Lester Lindley, extension of operations, as of 
April 10; MC 70151 Sub. No. 1, United Trucking Service, Inc., 
common carrier application, as of April 6; MC 70151 Sub. No. 2, 
United Trucking Service, Inc., common carrier application, 
as of April 6; MC 72212 Sub. No. 1, Duane A. Heck and 
Robert G. Wyatt, extension of operation, as of April 14; 
MC 89231, Sam Coplevitch and Bernard Bick, dba Fargo 
Express, contract carrier application, as of March 25; MC 
89541, A. R. Dalby, J. A. Fadell and D. C. Sanders, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 3; MC 89748, William M. 
Buchanan, common carrier application, as of April 4; MC 89755, 
Alfred Marcoux, common carrier application, as of April 4; 
MC 91384, James Arch Kincheloe, common carrier application, 
as of April 3; MC 92561, Harvey M. Stuvick, common carrier 
application, as of April 13; MC 93285, Harvey Leonard, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 12; MC 93503, Sub. No. 1, 
Orvel Tuggle, common carrier application extension, White 
Salmon, Wash., as of April 14; MC 93681, Earl Pickett, common 
carrier application, as of April 14; MC 93840, C. L. Gless and 
W. W. Gless, common carrier application, as of April 13; MC 
93939, William N. Tyner, common carrier application, as of 
April 11; MC 93988, James Robert Steel, common carrier appli- 
eation, as of April 11; MC 94076, John Stubblefield, common 
carrier application, as of March 2; MC 94154, Swanson & 
Lally, common carrier application, as of April 14; MC 94780, 
W. G. Obermire, common carrier application, as of April 13; 
MC 95138, Gust Olin, common carrier application, as of April 12; 
MC 2869, Sub. No. 3, Union Bus Co., Hazelhurst extension, 
as of April 17; MC 32783, Sub. No. 5, Southeastern Greyhound 
Lines, Hazelhurst extension, as of April 17; MC 6485, Sub. 
No. 1, City Transfer & Storage Co., extension of operations, 
California, as of April 14; MC 9829, Sub. No. 1, Marvin Den- 
man Curry, extension of operation, Fields, Ore., as of April 
17; MC 36719, Sub. No. 1, Harold M. Dennis, extension of 
operations, Rhode Island, as of April 17; MC 60961, Sub. No. 
2, William M. Webb and Robert T. Webb, extension of opera- 
tions, as of April 17; MC 88902, Speedway Transport Co., con- 
tract carrier application, as of April 14; MC 89245, Vito Cusu- 
mano, common carrier application, as of April 12; MC 89363, 
Henry Johnson, common carrier application, as of April 12; MC 
89401, Clyde Walker and Carlos Walker, contract carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 14; MC 89631, John Boyce McClure, com- 
mon carrier application, as of April 12; MC 89721, Earl Shaulis, 
contract carrier application, as of April 12; MC 89763, Samuel 
Litwin, contract carrier application, as of April 17; MC 91735, 
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Herman Marquedtson, common carrier application, as of April 
10; MC 91937, Ivan Orender, common carrier application, as 
of April 14; MC 92011, John P. Peterson, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of April 17; MC 93117, George Reibold, common 
carrier application, as of April 11; MC 93151, Rowe Cambridge, 
contract carrier application, as of April 14; MC 93387, Lester 
Ensinger, common carrier application, as of April 14; MC 93424, 
Steve Kabbage, common carrier application, as of April 14; MC 
93634, L. G. Sanderson, common carrier application, as of 
April 14; MC 94147, Basil R. Chafa, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 14; MC 94166, Max James, common carrier 
application, as of April 12; MC 94333, Floyd Schamp, common 
carrier application, as of April 11; MC 94565, Albert E. Whiteley, 
common carrier application, as of April 14; MC 94666, J. A. 
Fink, common carrier application, as of April 14; MC 94714, 
Sub. No. 1, Fred J. Jones, extension of operations, as of April 
12; MC 95194, George K. Leeper, common carrier application, 
as of April 14; MC 95633, Anna L. Boring, common carrier 
application, as of April 14; MC 95719, Howard E. Rogerson, 
common carrier application, as of April 17. 


TRUCK LOADINGS 


“The movement of freight by truck in March continued 
to hold above the volume of a year ago, and rose sharply over 
the February tonnage,” says the American Trucking Associa- 
tions. ‘Traffic in March, 1939, exceeded the tonnage of March, 
1938, by 23.4 per cent, and was 20.5 per cent above that of 
February, 1939 (see Traffic World, April 22). 

“Comparable reports were received from 210 motor carriers 
in 38 states, transporting an aggregate of 896,324 tons. These 
same carriers handled a total of 726,331 tons in March, 1938, 
and 743,935 tons in February, 1939. The sharp rise over Febru- 
ary was attributed only in part to the fact there were 27 
working days in March as against 23 in February. 

“The March figures represent an increase of 18.9 per cent 
over the 1936 monthly average. Thus, the A. T. A. truck load- 
ings index figure for March stood at 118.98 compared with 
83.11 for March a year ago, and 101.9 for February, 1939. This 
was only about four points short of the index peak of 122.8 
reached in October, 1937. 

“The greatest increase was shown in the transportation of 
automobiles which was 29.1 per cent over February and 91.9 
per cent over March a year ago. This freight made up 6 per 
cent of the total reported. 

“General merchandise, which constituted the bulk of truck 
tonnage, or 75.1 per cent of that reported, increased 21.6 per 
cent over February, 1939, and 21.2 per cent over March of last 
year. Of the total tonnage, general merchandise constituted 
672,956 tons, compared with 553,340 tons in February and 556,- 
286 tons in March, 1938. 

“Tron and steel, comprising 2.4 per cent of the total, rose 
44.6 per cent over March of last year but declined .75 per cent 
under February, 1939. 

“Petroleum products, accounting for 13.2 per cent of the 
total, showed an increase of 13.9 per cent over February and 
19.5 per cent over March, 1938. 

“Household goods and miscellaneous commodities, which 
represented 3 per cent of the total, increased 27.6 per cent 
over February and 1.7 per cent over March, last year.” 


WAR TRUCK COMMITTEE 


Ted V. Rodgers, president of the American Trucking Asso- 
ciations, has named a committee to cooperate with the War 
Department in working out plans for the use of trucks in the 
event of war. Those on the committee are: Charles P. Clark, 
St. Louis, chairman; C. G. Moore, Chicago, vice-chairman; 
Leland James, Portland, Ore.; H. E. Sheridan, New York City; 
J. B. Godfrey, Detroit; L. A. Raulerson, Jacksonville, Fla.; 
O. H. Scott, Los Angeles; H. E. English, Dallas, Tex.; and 
John A. Hassey, Boston. The executive committee authorized 
the appointment of the special committee after army officers 
advised that a survey was under way to ascertain what facili- 
ties would be available in case of a war emergency. The officers 
said, according to Mr. Rodgers, that the department’s reliance 
on trucks in moving war supplies would be on a parity with the 
railroads. 


——_—_——_—_ 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATIONS 


In MC F-839, Oliver Buckingham, purchase, Earl T. Hager- 
man, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a period 
not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of the operating rights 
and property of Earl T. Hagerman, of Omaha, Neb., dba Omaha 
Motor Transfer, by Oliver Buckingham, of St. Paul, Minn., dba 
Buckingham Transportation Co., at a rental not exceeding $50 
a month. 

In MC F-826, Consolidated Express Lines, Inc., purchase, 
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D. P. Daum, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized for 
a period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating 
rights of D. J. Daum, of Indianapolis, Ind., dba Daum Over- 
Nite Express, by Consolidated Express Lines, Inc., of Richmond, 
Ind., at a total rental not exceeding $10 a month. 

In MC F-823, Motor Freight Corporation, purchase, South- 
ern Freight Lines, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has 
authorized, for a period not exceeding 180 days, temporary 
lease of operating rights of Southern Freight Lines, Inc., of Chi- 
cago, Ill., by Motor Freight Corporation, of Terre Haute, Ind., 
at a total rental not exceeding $20 a month. 

In MC F-811, M & A Motor Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, 
J. A. Pittman, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized 
for a period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operat- 
ing rights and property of J. A. Pittman, of Pensacola, Fla., 
dba Pittman Truck Line, by M & A Motor Freight Lines, Inc., 
of Atlanta, Ga. 

In MC F-820, W. A. Johnson, purchase, Bessie Ida Bridge- 
man, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a period 
not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating rights and 
property of Bessie Ida Bridgeman, of Snyder, Tex., dba Snyder 
Transfer Co., by W. A. Johnson, of Fort Worth, Tex., dba John- 
son Motor Lines, at a total rental not exceeding $400 a month. 

In MC F-844, L. L. Hare, purchase, C. E. Hendricks, the 
Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a period not 
exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating rights and 
property of C. E. Hendricks, of Cassville, Wis., dba C. & H. 
Transfer Co., by L. L. Hare, of Monroe, Wis., dba Hare Truck- 
ing Co., at a total rental not exceeding $75 a month. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the: recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 48602, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co., 
common carrier application; MC 89510, William Claud Floyd, 
contract carrier application; MC 93706, Everett Wilford, com- 
mon carrier application; MC 60815, Railway’s Forwarding Cor- 
poration, common carrier application; MC 72225, Lennterton 
Motor Transportation, Inc., common carrier application; MC 
90993, Herbert Greenberg, common carrier application; MC 
3816, Sub. No. 1, Castoro & Co., Inc., extension of operations; 
MC 89521, Melvin Bare, common carrier application; MC 60274, 
Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 


CONTROL OVER HIGHWAY WORK 


Grouping and consolidation under a Federal Works Agency 
those agencies of the government dealing with public works 
not incidental to the normal work of other departments and 
which administer federal grants or loans to state and local 
governments or other agencies for the purposes of construc- 
tion was proposed April 25 by President Roosevelt in his first 
government reorganization plan submitted to Congress under 
the reorganization act. 

The Bureau of Public Roads of the U. S. Department of 
Agriculture would be one of those transferred to the new 
agency. This transfer, said the President, would bring the 
administration of the federal roads program with its grants-in- 
aid to the states into coordination with other major public 
works programs and other programs of grants and loans to 
the states. 

The President’s order, which will become effective in sixty 
days after April 25 unless Congress acts to the contrary, pro- 
vides that the Bureau of Public Roads and its functions shall 
be administered as the Public Roads Administration at the head 
of which shall be the chief of the Bureau of Public Roads, 
whose title shall be changed to Commissioner of Public Roads. 

The Federal Works Agency will have at its head a Federal 
Works Administrator. Hereafter the Commissioner of Public 
Roads, says the presidential order, shall be appointed by the 
Administrator. ‘The order provides for transfer to the new 
agency of the present chief of the Bureau of Public Roads, 
Thomas H. MacDonald. 

“PWA” and “WPA,” except the National Youth Adminis- 
tration of the latter, are transferred to the Federal Works 
Agency. 


MOTOR RATES CALLED FOR IN S. C. 

H. W. Scott, chairman of the South Carolina public service 
commission, in a notice to all motor carriers operating in South 
Carolina under Class D, E and F certificates, has explained an 
order of the commission requiring such carriers, on or before 
June 1, to file with it “the actual rates they are charging today 
for the hauling of freight or property on the highways of this 
state.” 

“We are not concerned about the form of the tariffs but 
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we do want to know for our information the rates that are 
being charged throughout the state,” said he. “This order does 
not, directly or by implication, convey the idea that we are 
setting up at this time a uniform system of rates or that we 
are approving or disapproving the rates filed in compliance with 
this order. The question of uniformity in rates is still pending 
and will be decided after further investigation and hearing 
under our docket No. 1600.” 


CHARTERED PARTY SERVICE 


The Commission, by division 5, in Ex Parte MC 29, special 
or chartered party service, has instituted a general investigation 
into the matter of rules and regulations to govern special or 
chartered party service subject to the motor carrier act. The 
proceeding has been assigned for hearing before Examiner 
F. W. McM. Woodrow at Washington, May 23. 

A draft of proposed rules has been prepared as a basis for 
discussion of rules to be adopted by the Commission, says a 
notice by Secretary Bartel. The notice said that it was sug- 
gested that all interested parties direct their efforts principally 
toward preparing evidence which would bear specifically on 
the reasonableness or unreasonableness of the proposed rules. 





MEDICAL EXAMINATION OF DRIVERS 


Tentative rules providing for the examination of drivers 
of motor vehicles, it is believed by those interested in the mat- 
ter will be promulgated by the Commission in about a month, 
in Ex Parte MC 4, covering safety regulations. 

Informal discussions among Bureau of Motor Carrier offi- 
cials and representatives of the motor industry have resulted 
in an understanding among the latter that rules for the medical 
examination of motor vehicle drivers will not affect drivers 
who have been in service long enough to give assurance of 
their physical ability to do their work. Nor, it is understood, 
will the proposed rules interfere with medical supervision al- 
ready established by motor vehicle operating concerns. 


UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW 


Acting on complaint of the Philadelphia Bar Association, 
Judge Levinthal, of the common pleas court of that city, has 
forbidden, by injunction, appearance before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the Pennsylvania commission of 
Motor Carriers Service Bureau, Inc., Tax Service Company, 
and J. H. McGurk, their president and treasurer. The injunc- 
tion is founded on his law conclusion that their appearance, 
by agent or employe, constitutes unauthorized practice of law, 
“whether they be members of the bar or personally authorized 
to practice” before the federal Commission. (W. Richardson, 
Jr. et al. vs. Motor Carriers Service Bureau et al.) 

Judge Levinthal, however, refused to enjoin the appearance 
of G. A. Bruestle, secretary and employe of Motor Carrier 
Service, Inc. He is a practitioner before the federal body. 
Bruestle, the judge said, was authorized to appear before the 
Commission “and to advise his own clients concerning mat- 
ters within the Commission’s jurisdiction, although he is not 
a member of any court of record.” 


The preparation and filing by defendant corporations, 
acting by their agents or employes, of applications for cer- 
tificates or permits, or protests against them, or transfer of 
certificates, issuance of stock or securities, issuance of char- 
ters, etc., the judge said, constituted unauthorized practice of 
law. Furnishing advice concerning insurance, road, vehicle, 
and labor laws and regulations and drafting contracts of sale, 
lease, assignments, etc., the judge also said, constituted un- 
authorized practice of law. 


Defendant corporations, he said, unlawfully held themselves 
out as qualified to practice law by advertising their ability and 
readiness to perform services enumerated by him as consti- 
tuting unauthorized practice. The bill of complaint against 
Bruestle should be dismissed, he said. 

Not everything done by McGurk and the two bureaus was 
condemned by Judge Levinthal. He said preparation of tariffs 
for motor carriers did not constitute unauthorized practice of 
law. The preparation and filing of tariffs, the judge said, did 
not require legal training, knowledge and skill. 

The corporations, Judge Levinthal said, held themselves 
out as qualified to advise their customers concerning insurance, 
road, vehicle and labor laws and regulations, applying such 
laws and regulations to the particular situations of individual 
customers, and to draft contracts of sale, lease, assignment, 
etc., for their customers. Such application of the law to con- 
crete cases, the furnishing of legal advice and the drafting of 
such contracts, said he, required legal training, knowledge, 
and skill. 

Admitting that the law of Pennsylvania gave no definition 
of the practice of law, Judge Levinthal said it was his duty 
to consider whether any of the services of the defendants con- 
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stituted unauthorized practice of law. And to determine that, 
he said, he had to ascertain whether the services required 
legal training, knowledge and skill beyond the average man’s, 
the result being as indicated by his conclusions of law. He 
said just as the corporations could not practice before the 
Pennsylvania commission, they were not permitted to hold 
themselves out as “Interstate Commerce Commission con- 
sultants,” even though an officer might be qualified to do so 
personally, nor would the corporations be permitted to engage 
Bruestle or any other person to appear for their customers 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Judge Levinthal said that, if and when tariffs were pro- 
tested and an appearance before the Commission became neces- 
sary, then, of course, the services of a lawyer would be re- 
quired and the corporations would not be permitted to engage 
a lawyer to appear on behalf of their customers. 

In discussing the case Judge Levinthal indicated that it 
was part of the campaign of bar associations against what 
they deem unauthorized practice of law. The prevalence of 
unauthorized law practice, he said, was giving the legal pro- 
fession serious and increasing concern and the plaintiff, a 
committee representing the Philadelphia Bar Association, and 
its counsel were to be commended for their professional zeal 
in instituting the suit and for the thoroughness and ability with 
which they had prosecuted it. He said it was not to protect 
the economic interests of the members of the bar, “but rather 
to safeguard the rights of the general public that the practice 
of law is restricted to lawyers only.” 


NORWEGIAN ROYALTY’S TRIP 


In behalf of all the railroads interested, C. L. Hunter, their 
tariff publishing agent, has asked the Commission for authority 
to publish special rates to cover the travel, under special 
arrangements of the crown pirnce and crown princess of Nor- 
way and their party from New York, N. Y., to San Francisco, 
Calif., and return. The application was to publish the special 
rates on one day’s notice. 

The proposal of the railroads was to make fares on the 
regular basis with a minimum of four tickets effective in time 
to enable the prince and his wife to leave New York May 2. 
The route of the party would be from New York to Detroit, 
Chicago, Northfield, Minn., Kansas City, Mo., Grand Canyon, 
Ariz., Williams, Ariz., the junction leading into the Grand 
Canyon, San Francisco, Portland, Ore., Tacoma, Wash., and 
Spokane, Wash., Helena, Mont., Glacier National Park, Minot, 
and Grand Forks N. D., Fargo, N. D., Sioux Falls, Billings, 
Great Falls, Gardiner and Shelby, Mont., Milwaukee, Chicago 
on the return trip, Cleveland, White Sulphur Springs, Va., Clif- 
ton Forge and Richmond, Va., Washington, D. C., Philadelphia, 
Pa., Boston, Mass., and New York. 

The Commission authorized Mr. Hunter to publish fares 
for the 7 on the basis set forth, on three days’ notice. 


LAND ON MERCHANT MARINE 


Pointing out that American ships were carrying less than 
30 per cent of its foreign trade, Chairman Emory S. Land, of 
the Maritime Commission, in an address April 25 at the lunch- 
eon of the Chicago Rotary Club, Chicago, Ill., said that “were 
our share in the carriage of our foreign trade to rise even 
to 35 or 40 per cent of the total, the annual revenues of the 
shipping companies involved probably would increase some 
$75,000,000, and more than half of that would go to lines 
which are now subsidized.” 

“You can figure for yourselves what such an increase would 
mean when I tell you that operating subsidies today are run- 
ning something like thirteen millions annually,” he said. “Give 
more business to/ American-flag ships and the Treasury of the 
United States can reduce its contributions to its support. Given 
a fair and substantial share of our foreign trade, American ship- 
ping — find the majority of its existing problems elim- 
inated.” 

Mr. Land said his remarks were not to be interpreted as an 
effort primarily directed along lines of patriotic appeal. He 
said that the people could and should take pride in seeing 
American merchantmen filled to the hatch covers with many 
cargoes. He said his suggestions were made purely as a busi- 
ness proposition, and that the people need not pay any premium 
for patronizing American-flag services. 

7You are not being urged to indulge in philanthropy,” said 
he. f “You are being asked to examine this question your- 
selves. I think when you have you will find that it is to 
your own interests to travel and ship under the American flag.” 


MARINE TERMINAL REGULATION 
Representative McCormack, of Massachusetts, has intro- 
duced H. R. 5943, a bili to amend further the shipping act, 1916, 
identical with S. 2208, introduced in the Senate by Senator 
Walsh, of Massachusetts (see Traffic World, April 22). 
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(Circuit Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit.) In libel for 
damages to cargo of bananas, finding that damage was caused 
by the inherent vice of the bananas, or tendency to ripen, and 
not by failure of vessel to give proper refrigeration on the 
day of loading and immediately thereafter in accordance with 
the agreement, held sustained by the evidence. Harter Act, 
Sec. > 46 U. S. C. A., Sec. 192. (The Heranger, 101 Fed. Rep. 
(2) 953.) 

In admiralty case, finding and conclusions of the District 
Court will be affirmed on appeal unless the record discloses 


some plain error of fact or misapplication of some rule of law. 
—Ibid. 


CONTRACT RATE INQUIRY 


After reviewing the testimony presented at the hearing at 
Chicago, attorneys general of Wisconsin, Michigan, Indiana, 
and Ohio, and attorneys for the Detroit Board of Commerce, 
Port of Detroit Commission, Milwaukee Board of Harbor Com- 
missioners, Muskegon Chamber of Commerce Harbor Commit- 
tee and the Great Lakes Harbors Association in a brief in No. 
513, contract routing restrictions under agreements Nos. 16, 
147, 185 and 4490, have asked the Maritime Commission to 
“modify or cancel the restrictions which are so injurious to 
foreign commerce on our Great Lakes.” 

The hearing was an outgrowth of complaints filed with 
the commission against practices of conference lines operating 
between the United States Atlantic and United Kingdom and 
continental ports. Complainants contended that the agree- 
ments involved were intended to prevent shippers located at 
Great Lakes ports from utilizing the direct services of vessels 
serving such ports via the St. Lawrence waterway (see Traffic 
World, Feb. 25, p. 446). The brief pointed out that “attempts 
have been made to obtain relief from these practices of the 
North Atlantic Steamship Conference on many occasions,” but 
that the conference had been adamant in its position and had 
refused to yield. 

The brief asked the commission to find that the contracts 
in issue so far as they prohibited the use of direct service from 
the Great Lakes to United Kingdom, northern European and 
Scandinavian ports, violated sections 14, 16 and 17 of the ship- 
ping act, 1916; that the commission rule that shippers parties 
to the contracts who patronized nonconference vessels direct 
from Great Lakes ports which respondents did not serve, to 
the aforesaid destinations, had substantially complied with 
the contracts and should not be held to be in violation thereof; 
that the contracts in issue, by preventing the use of direct 
service between the Great Lakes and European ports, be found 
to be detrimental to the commerce of the United States and 
opposed to the public interest. 


The complainants confined their brief to the contract 
system of the North Atlantic Conference lines “to which the 
Great Lakes sovereign state object.” 


“These so-called 100 per cent patronage contracts give 
a lower rate than the going tariff rate, providing shippers use 
the conference lines to transport 100 per cent of their traffic,” 
says the brief. “The testimony of the North Atlantic Confer- 
ence witness may not exactly admit that when these contracts 
were first established the supposedly lower contract rate was 
e same as the previous open rate, a comparison of these rates 
before and after the contract went into effect will definitely 
establish our contention on this point. 


“In this case, the carriers again refused to comply with 
the request that their tariffs be furnished for comparison. 
Their contention was that they did not make them available 
but that they were on file with the Maritime Commission. 
We ask the commission to take judicial notice of these tariffs 
in establishing our contention. 

“After establishing the contract tariffs rate the conference 
lines then boosted their previous open rate for noncontract 
shippers, thereby establishing a differential which in effect 
forced the majority of shippers to sign these exclusive patron- 
age contracts to obtain the going market rate which they had 
previously obtained without a contract. It was mandatory 
upon shippers to do this if they were to take advantage of the 
loWest transportation rate available and thus keep their trans- 
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portation costs, an important element in foreign trade, as 
low as possible. In effect, the new rates were a penalty pure 
and simple in order to obtain compliance with the contract re- 
quirements.” 

The brief submitted that there was great danger in per- 
mitting a practice whereby the North Atlantic Steamship Con- 
ference could dictate terms and conditions in an area not 
served by their lines. If this practice of regulating their own 
competition is permitted to continue, says the brief, ‘the 
powers of the commission will be usurped, the ports of the 
Great Lakes will be made subservient to the north Atlantic 
ports and steamship lines, and a precedent will be created 
which will operate to the injury of our Great Lakes ports and 
our sovereign states.” 

The complainants pointed out that their entire objections 
to the North Atlantic Conference contracts were considered 
and passed on in Swayne & Hoyt vs. United States, 57 Sup. 
Ct. 478, 300 U. S. 297, and United States Navigation Co., Inc., 
vs. Cunard Steamship Co., Ltd., et al., 284 U. S. 474. 

Roscoe H. Hupper and J. Franklin Fort, counsel for trans- 
atlantic carriers, respondents in the proceeding, said that the 
hearing was scarcely more than a summary of contentions that 
had been made several times before concerning the carriers’ 
contracts. That hearing, their brief said, “many not unfairly 
be described as a successful convention, presided over with 
dignity and patience, as an open forum for exchange of views 
which conceivably will be of value in future negotiations.” It 
said that the assailed contracts were extended to shippers in 
the Great Lakes region in the same form and on the same terms 
as to shippers elsewhere. 

Pointing out that protestants had declined to file a formal 
complaint, which would permit of definite issues, the brief said 
that they had contented themselves with observations of the 
most general nature, not constituting legal objections to the 
contracts or affording any basis for corrective action by the 
commission. Most of those assuming the position of complain- 
ants scarcely had legal standing to complain, not being shippers 
or otherwise in position to be affected in a legal sense by 
whatever determination might be made in the proceeding, con- 
tinued the brief. 

“The record in this proceeding,” says the brief, “is devoid 
of any evidence which would justify any regulatory action 
against the contracts.” 


FLORIDA SHIP CANAL 


By a vote of 10 to 9 the Senate commerce committee April 
27 ordered reported to the Senate without recommendation S. 
1100, the bill providing for adoption of the Florida ship canal 
project. 

Chairman Mansfield, of the House committee on rivers and 
harbors, has submitted to the House the favorable report of 
that committee on a companion bill, H. R. 3223. 

The majority report of the committee said the opposition 
to the project was not well founded; that the project was of 
unusual merit; that its economic justification was beyond ques- 
tion; that its benefits would increase with time and would 
accrue to a larger portion of the country and its population 
than those of almost any other federal public work, and that 
its construction was needful and in the public interest. 

“We are firmly of the opinion that the authorization of a 
project of such magnitude, involving as it does the huge sum 
of $200,000,000, with a possible cost of $291,843,000, is danger- 
ous, undermining, and a further weakening of the financial 
stability of our government,” said the minority report sub- 
mitted by Representatives Seger, Carter, Dondero, Rodgers, 
Williams, Bender and Griswold. 

The minority said the benefits to shipping were debatable 
and the saving to the people questionable and doubtful. 

Representative Culkin said the canal should not be built 
now because of the cost. He believed it should be built some 
time, however. 





SNAKE RIVER BOAT OPERATION 


The Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. and its 
lessee, Union Pacific Railroad Co., in Finance No. 12380, have 
asked the Commission for authority to abandon a freight steam- 
boat operation on the Snake River between Rice’s Bar and 
Couse Creek, Wash., approximately 69 miles. The steamboat 
operation, consisting of one steamer, the “Lewiston,” accord- 
ing to the application, is not integral or intermediate part of 
applicants’ rail operation; that it is a “mere adjunct of appli- 
cants’ line of railroad.” 

According to the application, the river boat operation was 
established many years ago to provide a transportation outlet 
for grain grown in the country on the south side of the Snake 
River east and west of Lewiston, Ida. It pointed out that 
the boat was badly in need of repairs, and that at the present 
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time there was a well improved highway reaching from Lewis- 
ton, Ida., across the Snake River into the territory on the 
south side of the river where the bulk of the grain was grown. 
The grain, it said, could be moved by highway either to Lewis- 
ton for loading on the railroad, or it might be trucked to Pome- 
rey, Wash., for further movement by rail, “which methods of 
handling will impose no serious burden upon grain shippers.” 
The operation of the boat for the last few years, said the appli- 
cant, had resulted in a substantial deficit. 


UNITED FRUIT LABOR PRACTICE 


The National Labor Relations Board has dismissed unfair 
labor practice charges relating to the discharge of thirteen 
banana handlers employed by the United Fruit Co., Philadel- 
phia, Pa. The board ruled that the discharge of the men was 
in accordance with a closed-shop contract between the com- 
pany and the International Longshoremen’s Association, A. F. 
of L., which was allowed to intervene in the proceedings. The 
charges were brought by the International Longshoremen and 
Warehousemen’s Union, District No. 3, Local 901, C.I. O. 

The board said that this was the first case in which it had 
dismissed charges of discrimination on the basis of a closed- 
shop contract. It said that it found that the agreement met 
the conditions set forth in the proviso clause of section 8(3) 
of the national labor relations act, ‘“‘which states that nothing 
in the act shall preclude an employer from making an agree- 
ment with ‘a labor organization (not established, maintained, 
or assisted by any. . . . unfair labor practice) to require as 
a condition of employment membership therein’ if the organi- 
zation represents a majority of the employes when the contract 
is made.” 

Prior to May, 1937, said the board, there was no organiza- 
tion among the company’s pier employes, but at that time, 
under the leadership of the ILA, they went on a short strike 
immediately following which, according to findings by the 
board on the basis of conflicting evidence, the company en- 
tered into an oral closed-shop contract with the ILA. The 
ILWU, it said, became active among the employes in Septem- 
ber, 1937. In February and March, 1938, at the request of 
the ILA, continued the board, the company terminated the em- 
or of thirteen workers because they belonged to the 
I ; 


The board said it found that the ILA had not been estab- 
lished, maintained, or assisted by any unfair labor practice. 
Continuing, the board said: 


The ILA introduced no written proof of its membership, but the 
board concluded from other evidence that the ILA had represented a 
majority of the employes when the contract was made. Consideration 
was given to the fact that the ILA was the only union on the pier at 
that time and that, in the haste and confusion of the strike, there had 
been no opportunity to obtain signed authorizations. The board was of 
the opinion that under these circumstances ‘‘participation in the strike 
by an ample majority of the men and their obvious acquiescence in and 
support of the ILA’s assumption of the direction of the strike and set- 
tlement, coupled with the wearing of ILA buttons, constituted an ade- 
quate designation of the ILA as their bargaining representative.’’ 


PANAMA CANAL BILL 


Senator Clark, of Missouri, has introduced S. 2229, provid- 
ing for improvement and enlargement of the capacity of the 
Panama Canal in the interests of defense and interoceanic com- 
merce, at an estimated cost of $277,000,000. The bill provides 
that the initial appropriation for the fiscal year 1940 shall not 
exceed $15,000,000. The bill authorizes work proposed in the 
report of the governor of the Canal dated February 24, 1939, 
and published as H. Doc. 210. 

Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant 
marine and fisheries, has favorably reported H. R. 5129, similar 
to the Clark bill. 


M. C. SHIPS LAUNCHED 


The first of the dry cargo vessels to be launched in the 
Maritime Commission’s building program, the Donald McKay, 
left the ways, April 22, at the yards of the Sun Shipbuilding 
and Dry Dock Co., Chester, Pa. The vessel, which was the 
first of 20 steel cargo vessels of the C-2 type ordered by the 
Commission, was sponsored by Donald McKay, V, the seven- 
year-old great-great-grandson of the famous naval architect 
and shipbuilder who pioneered in the construction of clipper 
ships and for whom the commission’s new ship was named. 

The commission announced that the Donald McKay was 
the fifth ship to be launched since it began its construction 
program, and would be sold to the Moore-McCormack Steam- 
ship Corporation, New York City, for operation on that con- 
cern’s American-Scantic Line from north Atlantic United States 
ports to Baltic ports. The ship, it said, would have a sustained 
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sea speed of 15% knots under full load, with a cruising radius 
of 13,000 miles. 

The Maritime Commission’s dry cargo ship Nightingale 
was launched at the yards of the Newport News Shipbuilding 
and Dry Dock Co., Newport News, Va., April 28, under the 
sponsorship of Mrs. Schuyler Otis Bland, wife of Chairman 
Bland, of the House merchant marine and fisheries committee. 
The Nightingale was the second of the C-2 class of vessels to 
be launched in the commission’s program. 


CONFERENCE MEMBERSHIP CASE 


“The only issue properly before the commission here is 
whether the conference agreement, the exclusive patronage 
contract system and the action of the conference in excluding 
complainant from membership therein are unreasonable and 
discriminatory against the complainant in violation of the 
shipping act,” says a reply brief of Sprague Steamship Agency, 
Inc., to the brief of Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., in No. 
515, Sprague Steamship Agency, Inc., vs. A/E Ivarans Rederi 
et al., for admission to the United States/River Plate Brazil 
Conference (see Traffic World, April 15, p. 863). 

The brief said that the facts here were so clearly in har- 
mony with those in Phelps Brothers & Co., Inc., vs. Cosulich- 
Societa, 1 U. S. M. C. 634, that no extended argument on 
the issue was necessary. That decision, it added, clearly sus- 
tained complainant’s contention that the Maritime Commis- 
sion should take appropriate action to provide for complainant’s 
admission to the conference. 

Moore & McCormack, said the brief, had attempted to 
inject another issue which was not properly here, namely, 
whether the commission might and should, by the exercise of 
its regulatory power and by a decision directly in conflict on 
the facts here with its decision in the Phelps case attempt to 
protect Moore & McCormack from complainant’s competition 
as a conference line because of a contract which the commission 
had entered into with Moore & McCormack in furtherance of 
its promotional activities, and because of the fact that com- 
plainant’s predecessor in interest formerly operated the Ameri- 
can Republics Line for the commission. 

Complainant asked the commission to find that neither 
the conference nor any individual member thereof had any 
legal or moral right to themselves exclude the complainant 
from membership in the conference nor had they any right to 
request or except that in the administration of its regulatory 
function the commission would sustain them in their refusal 
to admit complainant to membership in the conference. 


LAY-UP SERVICE RULING 


The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has ruled that 
officers and members of the crew of the Great Lakes vessel 
retained in service when making the ship ready for the sea- 
sonal lay-up period or returned to work to prepare the vessel 
for service are excepted from the term “employment” under 
section 811(b)5 of the social security act. Being excepted, 
they are exempt from the payment of taxes for that period. 
The ruling says that the conclusion stated also applies to such 
services performed by an officer or member of the regular 
a of a vessel on other navigable waters of the United 

tates. 


LABOR COMPLAINT DISMISSED 


The National Labor Relations Board has dismissed “an 
unfair labor practice complaint against the Export Steamship 
Corporation, New York City.” The complaint, filed by the 
National Marine Engineers Beneficial Association, alleged that 
the company refused to reinstate thirty-three employes, who 
had participated in a strike about November 23, 1936, because 
they had joined the M. E. B. A. 

“Upholding a board trial examiner’s dismissal of charges 
on behalf of twenty-two individuals who did not appear to 
testify, the board also found that the evidence did not sustain 
charges that the company had discriminated against the re- 
maining eleven who did appear to testify on their own behalf,” 
says a statement by the board. “The board also found that 
the strike had not been precipitated by any unfair labor prac- 
tice but was apparently called in protest against working con- 
ditions generally and in an effort on the part of the M. E. B. A. 
to secure signed agreements with the various shipping lines.” 


NEW SHIP CONSTRUCTION 


The Maritime Commission has been advised by the Seas 
Shipping Company, Inc., 39 Cortlandt Street, New York City, 
operator of the “Robin Line” between United States North 
Atlantic ports and South and East Africa, that that company 
has increased its capital $500,000 in preparation for the con- 
struction of three new fast cargo vessels under the provisions 
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of Title V of the merchant marine act, 1936. The action was 
taken pursuant to the terms of the company’s operating-dif- 
ferential subsidy contract with the commission. 

Plans and specifications for the vessels, prepared by George 
G. Sharp, naval architect of New York, have been submitted to 
the commission and are now receiving attention as to final 
details. It is anticipated that invitations for bids for construc- 
tion will be issued in the near future. 

The proposed three ships will be constructed for the trade 
route served by the “Robin Line” and will have a length of 450 
feet b. p., beam molded 66 feet, deadweight 9,500 tons, bale 
cubic of 600,000 feet and refrigeration space of 40,000 cubic 
feet, and will meet the requirements of the Navy Department 
with respect to national defense features. The plans and speci- 
fications) call for a sustained speed of 15% knots under full load 
draft, 6,000 normal shaft horse power. Consideration is being 
given to the increase of the horse power to 8,000 permitting 
a maintained sea speed of 16% knots. 





BALTIMORE-TRENTON LINE RATES 


The Maritime Commission has postponed from May 1 to 
May 8, hearing in No. 518, Baltimore-Trenton Line, Inc., rates. 
The hearing will be held in rooms of Association of Commerce, 
Baltimore Trust building, Baltimore, Md., before Examiner 
John A. Russell. 


ATLANTIC EASTBOUND TRADE 


The Waterman Steamship Corporation has filed dockets 
Nos. 519, against North Atlantic Continental Freight Confer- 
ence; 520, against North Atlantic French Atlantic Freight Con- 
ference, and 521, against North Atlantic United Kingdom 
Freight Conference asking the Maritime Commission to order 
the defendants to admit complainant to those conferences or, on 
failure to do so, an order be made canceling the conference 
agreements and all exclusive patronage contracts thereunder. 
Complainant says that its application for membership into 
these conferences was denied without any reason therefor 
being given. 





NONSUBSIDIZED VESSEL CONSTRUCTION 


A favorable report on H. R. 5756, with an amendment, a 
bill to reduce the down payment required under the merchant 
marine act of 1936 for the construction of new vessels where 
such vessels are to be built by the Maritime Commission for a 
citizen of the United States without the aid of a construction 
differential subsidy and where such vessels are to be operated 
in the foreign or domestic trade, has been made to the House 
by Representative Boykin on behalf of the committee on mer- 
chant marine and fisheries. Under the act at present the 
applicant for construction of a ship is required to pay not less 
than 25 per cent of the American or domestic cost of the ves- 
sel as a down payment. The bill changes this to 12% per cent. 
The reduction is limited to ships of not less than 3,500 gross 
tons, capable of a sustained speed of not less than 14 knots. 


N. Y¥. FOREIGN TRADE ZONE 


Merchandise entering the New York foreign trade zone in 
1938 was about four times larger both in quantity and in value 
than in 1937, according to the Department of Commerce. 

The quantity of goods handled in the zone totaled 39,625 
tons valued at $5,837,000 in 1938 as compared with 10,586 tons 
valued at $1,250,000 in 1937. ; 

This trade zone, in which imported goods may remain 
without the payment of customs duties until and unless they 
enter American trade channels, provided employment for about 
550 American workmen in 1938, according to the department, 
adding: 


These workmen were engaged in the preparation of imported goods 
for re-exportation or for distribution to American consumers. The op- 
erations consisted of everything from the labeling, marking, and pack- 
aging goods to the removal of ornaments on women’s hats, and fitting 
parts into watch cases for re-exportation. 

One of the largest marketing operations undertaken in the zone 
has been the labeling and packaging of canned beef products from 
the Argentine, prior to the distribution of the goods to American con- 
sumers. Over 12,500,000 pounds of Argentine beef products, valued at 
$1,800,000 have been prepared in the zone for retail distribution in the 
United States. 

It was pointed out that in addition to giving direct employment to 
American workers, the operations carried on in the zone require large 
quantities of American made labels, glue, cartons and key-type can 
openers. 





WEST COAST LUMBER 
The Hammond Shipping Co., Ltd., and others have re- 
quested the Maritime Commission to suspend the proposed 
reduction on lumber between Pacific coast ports as proposed 
in Supplement 4 to Pacific Lumber Carriers’ Association USMC 
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1 to become effective May 22 on behalf of the McCormick 
Steamship Co. They allege that the reduction will establish 
a rate which will be non-compensatory and cause all lumber 
carried by members of the association to be carried at a loss. 
The proposed reduction is 50 cents a thousand feet. 


INTERCOASTAL MIXING RULE 


The American-Hawaiian Steamship Company has requested 
the Maritime Commission to suspend the so-called mixture rule 
published on behalf of McCormick Steamship Company as 
Rule 58 in Jos. A. Wells SB-I No. 6, to become effective May 8. 
It alleges that if this rule is permitted to become effective, it 
will produce a reduction in revenue on intercoastal cargo which 
will cause disastrous losses to it and other lines in the inter- 
coastal trade, and also that the question of a lawful mixture 
rule is before the commission in Docket 514 and that pending 
the commission’s decision it would be disruptive of conditions 
in intercoastal trade for the existing mixture rule to be changed. 


PORT AGENT AUTHORIZATION 


The Maritime Commission has granted an application of 
the United States Lines Co. to act as port agent at New York 
for two ships of the Canadian Pacific Steamship; Ltd. Approval 
is conditioned on an agreement that the United States Lines 
shall include compensation it receives from such activities in the 
computation of net earnings as defined in the operating differ- 
ential subsidy agreement it has with the commission. 

The ships for which the authority to act as agents was 
sought were the Duchess of Athol, in cruise service between 
Montreal and New York, due to arrive in New York and leave 
on July 19, July 29, August 8 and August 18, and the Duchess 
of Richmond operating from Montreal to the west coast and 
return, due in New York July 5 and September 3. 


PUGET SOUND ORIENTAL SERVICE 

Negotiations between the Maritime Commission and the 
Pacific Northwest Oriental Line, Inc., for an agreement under 
which that company will operate commission ships between 
Puget Sound ports and the orient have reached the stage where 
the commission has sent the form of an agreement to P. E. 
Harris, president of the company which the commission hopes 
he will accept. The terms of the agreement has not been made 
public, except as to the phase pertaining to the hiring of the 
crews. 

In a telegram to President Harris Chairman Land of the 
Maritime Commission said, ‘(Maritime Commission will deliver 
vessels at Seattle to Orient Line; crews for operation under 
agreement with Orient Line to be selected by master from 
register in office shipping commissioners at Puget Sound ports.” 

That message is understood to have been sent in answer 
to an inquiry by Mr. Harris as to the hiring of the crews in 
view of threats attributed to Harry Lundeberg, leader of the 
Sailors Union of the Pacific, an A. F. of L. affiliate, to call a 
general strike on the west coast if east coast crews of the 
National Maritime Union, a CIO affiliate, were kept on the 
ships to be delivered to the Orient Line, for continued service. 

The proposed agreement will cover four ships of ten or 
eleven knots speed for initial service with the understanding, 
set forth in the agreement, that later two new C-2 cargo ships 
of 16% knots speed and two other 14 or 15 knot ships would be 
substituted for them. The latter would be taken from the At- 
lantic service and have space for passengers. 


STEAMSHIP EMPLOYES ELECTION 


The National Labor Relations Board has directed that two 
separate secret ballot elections be held within 15 days among 
employes of the Jacksonville and Miami, Fla., offices of Agwi- 
lines, Inc., doing business under the trade name of Clyde- 
Mallory Lines, to determine whether or not they desire to be 
represented by Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship Clerks, 
Freight Handlers, Express and Station Employes, affiliated 
with the A. F. of L. 

The polls, the board said, would be held among all office 
and dock clerks, regular and extra watchmen, and other office 
employes in Jacksonville and Miami, excluding checkers, sec- 
retaries to executives and supervisory employes, and all those 
who had since quit or been discharged for cause. 


PACIFIC CAR DEMURRAGE 


The report of the Pacific Car Demurrage Bureau for Febru- 
ary shows 7,720 cars held overtime—a percentage of 05.22—as 
against 8,274 cars—-a percentage of 05.78—for February, 1938. 


PERFECT SHIPPING AND HANDLING 


The Seattle local freight loss and damage prevention com- 
mittee sponsored a series of daily broadcasts this week over 
“Station KOMO in connection with the perfect shipping and 
careful handling month campaign. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 

mature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 
lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 





Damages—Measure of—Cost of Repairs 


Tennessee.—Question: We will greatly appreciate your 
opinion, with supporting authority, as to the proper amount of 
claim against carrier under the following circumstances: 

A shipment with a retail selling price of $129.50 and a 
cost price of $71.00 is partially damaged in transit. The re- 
pairs will amount to $37.35. However, the shipment is sold 
as is for $92.50. Can we recover the $37.50 loss which we 
my on this sale, which is the difference between $129.50 and 
92.50? 

Answer: In the McCaull-Dinsmore case, 253 U. S. 97, 40 
S. C. 504, the Supreme Court of the United States held that 
the provision formerly carried in the carrier’s bill of lading, 
which provided that the amount of any loss or damage for 
which any carrier is liable should be computed on the basis 
of the value of the property at the time and place of shipment, 
including freight charges, if paid, to be a limitation upon the 
carrier’s liability and therefore contrary to the Cummin’s 
amendment, and in effect stated that the measure of damages 
was the actual loss caused by the breach of contract of carriage, 
which loss is what the shipper would have had if the contract 
has been performed. Where goods are lost or destroyed the 
carrier is liable, as a rule, for their full value at place of 
destination at the time they should have been delivered, with 
interest thereon from that time, less the unpaid cost of trans- 
portation. 


While the destination value is the measure of damages for 
loss of, injury or delay to goods, there is no uniform basis or 
method of arriving thereat. Each case must be determined 
by taking into consideration the circumstances surrounding the 
purchase, sale and transportation of the goods, such as, for 
instance, whether it was necessary to replace the goods at 
destination in order to fill a contract of sale or whether the 
shipper has lost a sale because of the non-delivery of the goods, 
or has earned a retail profit by a contract of resale. 

Unless one of these, or similar elements are present re- 
covery of the retail selling price at destination cannot be had, 
the Crail case, (Illinois Central R. R. Co. vs. Crail, 281 U. S. 
57, 50 S. Ct. 190), limiting damages to the wholesale price, in 
which price, under the circumstances of that case, is included 
the expense of procuring delivery at destination. In other 
words, a shipper cannot recover profits he has not lost or 
expense he has not incurred. 

If the article is to be placed in stock and it is not necessary 
to purchase at destination an article to replace that injured or 
destroyed, recovery of the difference between the wholesale 
price and the retail price cannot be had. 

While it is not clearly established by a great number of 
cases (except live stock shipments, as to which shipments it is 
the duty of the consignee to care for the injured stock so as 
to render the injury as light as possible), that the shipper has 
the right to repair goods which have been damaged in transit 
and charge the carrier with the cost thereof, it seems to be 
fair and reasonable that a carrier should compensate a shipper 
for the expense of reconditioning or repairing goods which have 
been damaged through the negligence of the carrier, if the 
result of the shipper’s efforts is to restore the goods to their 
original value or to enhance the value of the goods to a figure 
in excess of their value in the damaged condition in which re- 
ceived, after deducting the cost of the reconditioning. See the 
following cases in which such damages have been allowed: 
P. & S. F. R. Co. vs. Shell, 265 S. W. 758; American Railway 
Express Co. vs. Judd, 104, Sou. 418; St. L. S W. Ry Co. vs. 
Tucker, 255 S. W. 553; Wilson Poultry & Egg Co. vs. Mo. Pac. 
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R. Co., 215 Pac. 1020; Galveston & S. A. Ry. Co. vs. Standard 
Rice Co., 34 S. W.(2d)619. 


Motor Carriers—Routing and Misrouting 


Michigan.—Question: Referring to your answer to “Indi- 
ana,” on page 617 of the March 17, 1939, issue of the Traffic 
World. We note you advise that in your opinion it is not a 
violation of the Motor Carrier Act for a truck carrier to de- 
liver a shipment to a trucking company that is not a party to 
the lowest rate and that under those circumstances the shipper 
or consignee must pay the combination of locals. We have 
a copy of an address reproduced and distributed by the Amer- 
ican Trucking Associations, Inc., this address being made by 
Emery A. Boudreau, Assistant Chief, Section of Traffic, 
Bureau of Motor Carriers, before the National Conference of 
Truck Tariff Bureaus, American Trucking Association Annual 
Convention, Louisville, Ky., November 16, 1937. On page 7, 
paragraph (f), we find the following: 


Publishing rates to a large number of points without any knowledge 
as to what carriers serve such points: 

This results in many instances in the publication of rates to points 
which are not served by any carriers parties to the tariff. This usually 
results in the shipper being charged more than the tariff calls for and 
more than he reasonably expected to pay. The Bureau has adopted a 
view that, in such cases, a carrier party to such tariff which accepts a 
shipment destined to a point to which a rate is named therein but 
which is not served by any carrier party to the tariff is responsible to 
the shipper for the application of the named through rate and also to 
the nonparticipating carrier handling the shipment for its full local 
charges. 

In such instances, tariffs do not include any information as to which 
of the various participating carriers serve such points, and no infor- 
mation is available as to what carriers may be used from and to these 
points, resulting in frequent misrouting of shipments. Every tariff 
naming point to point rates should show specifically each carrier that 
serves the various points and should show, if the rates apply from, to 
and between, which are origin and which are destination carriers. 


When a carrier is given a shipment to a point that it serves 
and due to shortage of equipment or any other reason they 
do not desire to make delivery and turn the shipment over to a 
carrier that is not a party to the originating carrier’s tariff, 
according to your interpretation, as we understand it, we 
would be forced to pay the local charge from the point of 
interchange to destination; but according to Mr. Boudreau’s 
statement the originating carrier would have to pay the de- 
livering line’s local rate out of the through charges collected 


from the consignee or shipper. We would like to hear from 
you on this subject. 


_ Answer: Under the facts set forth in the question to 
which our answer is made, as we understand them, there was 
no lack of service to the destination of the shipment by the 
carrier to which it was delivered by the initial carrier, al- 
though the delivering carrier did not participate in the joint 
rate published to the destination of the shipment, which re- 


sulted presumably in the collection of a combination rate on 
the shipment. 


On the other hand, the situation to which reference is 
made in the address of Mr. Boudreau, from which you quote, 
is where joint through rates are published by a carrier to 
points not served by carriers parties to the tariff. 


The two situations, as we see them, are not similar and 
therefore there is no conflict between our answer and the 
statement made by Mr. Boudreau. 


We are of opinion that the conclusions we have expressed 
are correct as to the subject matter of the inquiry to which 
they are addressed. 


Tariff Interpretation—Weight of Packages, etc. To Be 


Charged at Rate on Commodity Therein, Except as Other- 
wise Provided. 


Ohio.—Question: A reply to the following question will 
be appreciated. It deals with legal weight on export shipments. 


We are shipping our merchandise in corrugated cartons 
in domestic shipments. If these cartons are placed in an export 
case made of one inch lumber, will the weight of said cartons 
be included to the legal weight of said cartons or to the tare 
weight? 

Answer: In its decision in Pacific Coast Vegetable Growers 
& Shippers vs. Southern Pac. Co., 185 I. C. C. 689, the Com- 
mission stated that it is the general rule that freight charges 
are assessable on a commodity, its packing or preservative con- 
tained in the package, and upon any dunnage, in the absence of 
a specific allowance or the weight deduction; that whether or 
not it is reasonable to make weight allowance for special kinds 
of packing or preservatives in the package must be determined 
upon the facts of each individual case. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and 
not published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are usually 
not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be of value. 
The Traffic World goes to press in Chicago Friday of each week. News 
of coming or past events, such as meetings, dinners and election of 
officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it should be made the duty 
of some one in the club to keep us adequately and promptly informed. 
—Editor The Traffic World. 


Owing to the fact that the Association of Practitioners be- 
fore the Interstate Commerce Commission will hold its conven- 
tion in San Francisco June 29 and 30 immediately following 
the convention of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America, 
plans are being made to have the week designated ‘“Transporta- 
tion Week in the Bay Area.” The following additional com- 
mittees for the convention of traffic clubs have been named: 
General Information, Thomas J. Halcrow Jr., district manager 
American-Hawaiian Steam Ship Company, Oakland, chairman; 
finance, Volney Grace, Encinal Terminals, chairman; sightsee- 
ing, Christian Van Coevering, Southern Warehouse, chairman; 
transportation, Chet Biggs, Southern Pacific Company, chair- 
man; reception, Kenneth N. Ruttger, Pacific coast manager, 
Mississippi Valley Barge Lines, chairman; registration, George 
D. Cron, traffic manager, Chevrolet Oakland Division, General 
Motors Corporation, chairman; banquet, Ross Bray, western 
traffic manager, Trojan Powder Company, chairman; hotel res- 
ervations, Nan G. Lawrence, S. F. Machinery Dealers Associa- 
tion, chairman; women’s committee, Kay Bugbee, Luckenbach 
Steam Ship Company, chairman. 





The Miami Valley Traffic Club will have its first golf tour- 


nament of the season May 4 at the Miami Valley Golf Club, 
Dayton, Ohio. 


The Spring golf outing of the Columbus Transportation 
Club will be held June 13 at the Wyandotte Country Club. 








The eighth anniversary dinner dance of the Women’s 
Traffic Club of Greater New York will be held May 9 at the 
Aldine Club. Miss Isabel M. Bolton, president of the club, 
will preside. The speaker will be Chauncey B. Hammond, 
member of the New York State Legislature, Albany, whose 
subject will be “Some Observations.” An invitation has been 
extended to the members of the Traffic Club of New York to 
be present. 





At its meeting, May 1, the Traffic Club of St. Louis will 
see a motion picture, “Keeping Nature on its Course,” put on by 
Hiram Walker, Inc. The theme of the picture is “nature con- 
trol in distilling.” 





The Traffic Club of Chicago Bowling League was to hold 
its annual business meeting and election of officers April 28. 
The season and annual tournament prizes were to be distributed 
with dinner to follow the business session. Bernard J. Schilling, 
general agent, passenger department, Milwaukee Road, was 
nominated, without opposition, for president. A. W. Fox is the 
retiring president and J. E. Murphy the retiring secretary. 





The Traffic Club of New York announces that a new five- 
year lease of its clubrooms in the Hotel Biltmore have been 
signed as from July 1 next when the present lease expires. The 
quarters of the club have recently been enlarged, renovated, 
and refurnished. Luther M. Walter, trustee of the Chicago 


Western Railroad, will address the monthly luncheon meeting 
on May 2. 





The annual banquet and election of officers of the Traffic 
Study Club of Akron will be held on May 25 at the Mayflower 
Hotel. Lee Adams, traffic manager, Quaker Oats Company, 
is the nominee for president, but some close contests are ex- 
pected for the other offices. Selections are to be made from 
the following: First vice-president—E. W. Swartz, Dixie Ohio 
Express; H. J. Secoy, Federal Express. Second vice-president 
—J. A. Chambers, General Carloading Co.; E. W. Keiley, Erie 
Railroad; W. H. Turner, Nickle Plate Railroad. Secretary- 
treasurer—E. E. Buteau, Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. Board 
of directors—H. W. Bowen, Erie Railroad; K. M. Potter, Penn- 
sylvania Railroad; J. W. Corderman, Akron Motor Cargo; E. P. 
Parshall, Overland Transportation; J. L. Barrett, B. F. Good- 
rich; U. E. Kuntz, Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co.; J. M. Hopper, 
B. & O. Railroad; W. E. Washer, A. C. & Y. Railroad; Todd C. 
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Hill, Commercial Motor Freight; P. G. Whitmore, Roadway 
Express; A. R. Kress, Colonial Salt Co.; J. L. McCauley, 
Seiberling Latex Co. The entertainment committee, headed by 
A. R. Kress, is arranging a program in commemoration of the 
twentieth anniversary of the organization. The principal speaker 
will be J. M. Fitzgerald, vice-chairman, committee of public 
relations, eastern railroads. The toastmaster will be C. B. Sipes, 
general traffic manager, Firestone Tire and Rubber Company. 
The club observed its first “Ladies’ Night” April 25 at M. 
O’Neil’s Tea Room. 

The following members have been appointed to represent 
the Ky-O-Va Traffic Club at the convention of the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America at San Francisco: Delegates— M. J. 
Iuler, secretary, Division Freight Office, The C. & O. Ry., Ash- 
land, Ky.; A. C. Hartzell, D. F. A., The Baltimore & Ohio, R. R., 
Huntington, W. Va. Alternate delegates: W. G. Chamberlain, 
D. F. A., The C. & O. Railway Co., Ashland, Ky.; J. B. Albrink, 
general agent, Cando Coal Forwarding Bureau, Russell, Ky. 

The St. Joseph Traffic Club, of St. Joseph, Mo., will have 


its first golf party of the season June 6 at the St. Joseph Coun- 
try Club. 





The Camden Industrial Traffic Club held its twelfth annual 
Port Inspection and Havre de Grace Outing April 22. The 
day’s activities included an inspection of the Camden Marine 
Terminals, and a boat tour of the Camden and Philadelphia 
harbors. Following this a special train carried the crowd to 
Havre de Grace, Maryland, for a day at the races. A crowd 
of 300 transportation and industrial men attended. 





While great progress has been effected in transportation 
the last 50 years, the plight of the railroads constitutes one of 
the country’s big problems, said H. Grady Meador, division 
manager of the Gulf Refining Company, in an address at the 
luncheon meeting of the New Orleans Traffic Club, April 24. 
He said some means must be worked out to keep the rail 
carriers going, as the country cannot do without them. He 
opposed the placing of all forms of transportation under the 
control of the Interstate Commerce Commission because it 
would “stifle competition’ and he said the rail carriers were 
unduly alarmed over truck competition. The club expressed 
its appreciation to William G. Zetzmann (a member), who gave 
the members a party April 19. John C. Moulin has been named 
chairman of a special committee to recommend changes in 
the club’s constitution and by-laws. 





The annual golf tournament of the Seattle and Tacoma 
transportation clubs will be held at Fircrest Golf Club, Tacoma, 
May 19. Arrangements are in charge of J. T. Ray. Dinner 
and entertainment will follow the tournament. The Seattle 
Transportation Club will observe Foreign Trade Week, May 21 
to 27, cooperating with the Seattle Chamber of Commerce. 





Digest of New Complaints 





MC C-126, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., 
City, Mo., vs. G. S. Fraps, Jr., Jonesboro, Ark. 

Unjust and unreasonably low and unnecessarily depressed, rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and provisions published in defendant’s 
tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 4 for the transportation of property by motor 
between points in Arkansas and Missouri, on the one hand, and 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Missouri, 
Ohio and Wisconsin, on the other, in violation of the motor carrier 
act. Asks minimum rates and charges, also proper rules and regu- 
lations. (F. P. Willette, 116 E. 9th St., 30 Scarritt Bldg., Kansas 
City, Mo.) 

MC C-127, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., Kansas 
City, Mo., vs. Ray Smock and Walter Smock, dba Smock Trans- 
portation Co. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonably low and unnecessarily depressed rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and provisions published in tariffs of 
defendants on property between points in Arkansas and Missouri, 
on the one hand, and points in Arkansas, Missouri, Colorado, IIli- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Minnesota, Nebraska and 
Wisconsin, also Memphis, Tenn., on the other, in violation of the 
motor carrier act. Asks minimum rates, ratings, rules, regulations 
and charges. (F. P. Willette, 116 E. 9th St., 30 Scarritt Bldg., Kan- 
sas City, Mo.) 

In the digest of No. 28242 in the Traffic World of April 15, page 846, 
the title should have been Western Tablet & Stationery Co., St. 
Joseph, Mo., vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. The use of the word 
“‘Storage’’ in the title was incorrect. 

Ex Parte MC 29, special or chartered party service. 

Proceeding instituted by the Commission, division 5, into the 
matter of rules and regulations governing special or chartered 
party service subject to the motor carrier act. 


Kansas 
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Personal Notes 





Carl Farbach, of New York, formerly general counsel of 
the P. W. A., has been appointed general counsel of the Mari- 
time Commission, succeeding Bon Geaslin who has resigned to 
enter private law practice in Washington. 

Cc. M. Conner has been appointed superintendent of trans- 
portation, Western Maryland, with headquarters at Hagers- 
town. 

Harold L. Cahill has been appointed district manager, 
St. Louis region, Riss and Company, Inc., with headquarters 
at St. Louis. F. H. Woick will, June 1, resume his duties as 
assistant to the president, at Kansas City, Mo. 

Friends of Harry A. Laing, retiring next month as general 
traffic manager, Libby, McNeill and Libby, will give a dinner 
in his honor at the Traffic Club of Chicago, May 4. 

H. S. Lewis has been appointed general live stock agent, 
Nickel Plate, at Cleveland, to succeed F. S. Olds, retired. 

The Atlantic Coast line announces that heads of depart- 
ments now reporting to the executive vice president will, effec- 
tive May 1, report to C. McD. Davis, vice president, at 
Wilmington. 

Frank D. Reed, purchasing Agent of the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Railway Company, died at his home in 
Chicago, April 23, after an illness of several months, at the 
age of 71 years. 

Warren T. Justice has been elected president of Penn- 
sylvania Warehousing and Safe Deposit Company, Philadelphia, 
succeeding the late John A. McCarthy. He was formerly vice 
president. 

H. H. Stephens has been appointed traffic manager of 
Globe Roofing Products Company, Inc. 

Announcement of the opening of an office in Washington, 
D. C., and the appointment of four solicitation agency heads, 
effective May 1, is made by T. B. Gallaher, passenger traffic 
manager, and J. J. Grogan, freight traffic manager, Santa 
Fe System Lines. Dudley L. Thornbury, formerly general 
agent at Philadelphia, Pa., is appointed assistant traffic man- 
ager at Detroit, Mich. John C. Batham, formerly general 
agent at Minneapolis, Minn., is appointed to the new agency 
at Washington. Joseph E. Walsh succeeds Mr. Thornbury as 
general agent at Philadelphia. He was traveling freight agent 
in that territory. Matthew A. Murphy is appointed general 
agent at Minneapolis to succeed Mr. Batham. He is transferred 
from Boston, where he was traveling freight agent. 

Harry C. Weller, resident vice-president of the Norfolk 
and Western, Norfolk, Va., will end fifty-three years of active 
service with the company, when he retires May 1. J. E. Craw- 
ford, of Roanoke, vice-president in charge of operation, his 
been made vice-president-assistant to president, and R. H. 
Smith, general manager, becomes vice-president and general 
manacer in charge of the operating department, effective May 
1. The appointments were made in connection with a rear- 
rangement of executive duties and consolidation of activities 
of the operating department. The office of vice-president in 
charge of operation will be abolished. 

Robert F. Hand, assistant general manaver of the marine 
department of the Standard Oil Company of New Jersey, has 
been elected vice-president in charge of the marine department 
to succeed Robert L. Hague, who died. Mr. Hand was also 
elected a director. 

Mrs. Thomas M. Lynch has taken office as Appraiser of 
the Port of New York. She is the widow of the late Thomas M. 
Lynch who held that office. She is the first woman to hold 
the office. Her appointment was opposed by the New York 
Merchants’ Association, which said she was not qualified. 

Captain Phineas B. Blanchard was elected president of 
the Maritime Association of New York at the annual meeting 
of the organization on April 25, to succeed Harry W. Warley, 
vice-president of the Calmar Line, who had served two terms. 
The latter was reelected a director for two years. Capt. 
Blanchard is chairman of the Pacific Coast Direct Line, presi- 
dent of Turner and Blanchard, a stevedoring firm, and chair- 
man of the board of the Nacirema Operating Company. Other 
officers elected are: J. J. Kelleher, vice-president of the United 
Fruit Company, vice-president, and Fred B. Dalzell, president 
of the Dalzell Towing Company, treasurer. New directors in- 
clude George W. Betts Jr., admiralty lawyer; Ernest M. Bull, 
president of A. H. Bull and Company; James A. Farrell Jr., 
president of the American South African Line; John M. Frank- 
lin, president of the United States Lines; John Gammie, asso- 
ciate director of the Cunard-White Star Line; Vincent K. Hull, 
president of the AGWI Lines; James J. Maguire, general man- 
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ager of the marine department, Socony Vacuum Oil Company; 
E. R. Richardson, president of the Ocean Steamship Company, 
and David L. Tilly, president of the New York Dock Company. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in I. & S. M-644, assigned for April 27, at Minneapolis, 
Minn., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 17044, assigned for April 25, at Minneapolis, Minn., 
was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearings in MC F-872 and MC F-874, assigned for April 28, at 
641 Washington St., New York, N. Y., were changed to the Port of 
New York Authority, New York, N. Y., on April 28, before Jt. Bd. 
67 and Examiner Hendon. 

Hearing in MC 15318, Sub. 1, assigned for April 28, at St. Louis, 
Mo., was cancelled. 





Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—Items in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


May 1—Atlanta, Ga.—Atlanta Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Snow: 
Ex Parte MC 3—lIn the matter of establishing reasonable requirements 
to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in trans- 
porting property by private carriers. 


May 1—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Haley: 
MC 19623—W. Fox Travel Service, New York, N. Y., license. 
MC 78306—Comet Transportation, Inc., Buffalo, certificate. 


May 1—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 2535—New London & Boston Trans. Co., New London, Conn., 
certificate. 
MC 14280, Sub. 1—C. & C. Transportation, Central Village, Conn., 
certificate to extend operations. 
May 1—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 60749—McDougald Transfer Co., Cheraw, S. C., certificate or per- 
mit. 
May 1—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hinely: 
MC F-873—Atlantic States Motor Lines, Inc., purchase, E. & H. 
Trucking Co., Inc. 


May 1—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 63967—Broderick Teaming Co., Chicago, Ill., certificate or permit. 
MC 92630—L. Timm, Medaryville, Ind., certificate or permit. 


May 1—ElI Paso, Tex.—Paso Del Norte Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC-F 829—R. G. Spitzer, purchase, H. Howe. 


May 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-638—Sugar—Colorado to Kansas and Missouri. 


May i—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 100055—F.. Leonard, Palmyra, Mich., certificate. 


May 1i—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 1871, Sub. 1—Admiral Moving and Storage Co., Milwaukee, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 1—Missoula, Mont.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 89978—Fortman Truck Line, Hamilton, Mont., certificate. 


May i—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 25894—Stefanile Transportation Co., New York, certificate or 
permit. 
MC 86188, Sub. 4—Northland Petroleum Transport Co., Lancaster, 
Pa., permit to extend operations. 


May 1—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 7196—Atlantic City & Philadelphia Express, Pleasantville, N. J., 
certificate or permit. 


May 1—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 59: 
MC 89997—-H. S. Jarvis and Son, Steubenville, O., permit. 
MC 94801—G. McBride, Jr., McKees Rocks, Pa., permit. 


May 1—Sacramento, Calif.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 27189, Sub. 3—Sacramento-Corning Freight Lines, Ltd., Sacra- 
mento, certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89533—F. C. Schott, Bieber, Calif., permit. 
May 1—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 149, 135 
and 36: 
MC 1596, Sub. 1—Belleville-St. Louis Coach Co., Belleville, Ill., cer- 
tificate to extend operation. 
MC 89534—A. Sanders, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 89708—E. Hubele, St. Louis, certificate. 
May 1—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sharp: 
27766—Alden Coal Co. et al. vs. C. of N. J. et al. 
May 1—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bds. 195 and 180: 
MC 95736—F. Jayne Transfer, Wichita, Kan., certificate. 
May 2—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Hendon: 
* MC F-880—A. R. Holmes, purchase, H. W. Blackmar. 
* MC F-881—A. R. Holmes, purchase, P. C. Caswell. 
May 2—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 73673—G. & M. Transfer Co., Statesville, N. C., certificate. 
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“COST REDUCTIONS bfier Peodtudliom 
AVERAGED 20¢ PER UNIT- 


| EERE 


... When Acme Steelstrap, 


Seals and Tools were Used” 


Manufacturers in every industry are stop- 

ping profit leaks beyond their production 
ann~ios utilizing Acme Steelstrap, seals and equip- 
ment correctly. 


For example, the savings, in material, labor and 
transportation costs, for the shipments illustrated 
above, average 20 cents per unit. Reductions in tare 
weight average 15 lbs. per package. (The smallest 
reduction amounted to 65%.) And in addition, dam- 
age claims were eliminated by this simple, easy Acme 
method of making shipments “Bound to Get There.” 

The chances are 10 to 1 that you, too, can make 
important savings by using Acme Steelstrap and equip- 
ment in your packing and shipping department. Prac- 
tically every type of product—whether shipped in 
cartons, boxes, crates, bundles, skids or in carload lots 
can be made ready and shipped faster, safer and more 
economically with Acme equipment. 

The new “‘Strapbook” gives many “‘before and after” 
comparisons and illustrates numerous methods in 
which Steelstrap is being used effectively. Let us send 
you a copy—it may help you lower costs after produc- 
tion has been completed, Just mail the coupon—there is 
no obligation. 


ATME STEEL COMPANY 


2844 ARCHER AVENUE, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
Branches and Sales Offices in Principal Cities 


Acme 


FOR MAKING SHIPMENTS 


Bouud lo Get There 


"iia aa lila aaa nee iy) 


ACME STEEL COMPANY 
2844 Archer Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 


(1 Send the new “‘Strapbook” 
(] Have the nearest Acme engineer call 


Name.....+- 


Address 


or a ee em mmm ee 
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May 2—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 73: 
MC 37704—Raymond Brown Motor Truck Service, Michigan City, Ind., 
certificate or permit. 


May 2—Grand Junction, Colo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Corcoran: 
MC 75483, Sub. 1—Roper Freight Service, Grand Junction, certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 75483—Roper Freight Service, Grand Junction, Colo., certificate 
or permit. 


May 2—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 227 and 22: 
MC 56541, Sub. 3—New England Transportation Co., Boston, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 78669, Sub. 1—Montano Petroleum Transport, Thompsonville, 
Conn., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 94735—D. & W. Line, Hamden, Conn., certificate. 


May 2—Jamestown, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 89930—Dixson & Durst, Bradford, Pa., permit. 
MC 94610—C. B. Hart, Olean, N. Y., certificate. 


May 2—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 195: 
MC 18092—Hicks Truck Co., Kansas City, Mo., common carrier ap- 
plication. 
May 2—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 74403—B. D. Beardsley, Muskegon, Mich., common carrier appll- 
cation. 


May 2—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 38 and Examiner Sim- 
mons: 
MC C-71—Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. Gill Trans- 
port Co. 
MC C-72—Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. Warr and 
McCulley. 
May 2—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Jt. Bd. 96: 
MC 72285, Sub. 2—Motor Transport Co., Milwaukee, certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 2—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Jt. Bd. 13: 
MC 94069—State Line Transfer Supply Co., Genoa City, Wis., permit. 
May 2—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 45485—Union Van Corp., New York, certificate. 
MC 12142—York Coach Lines, New York, license. 


May 2—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 87661—R. D. Leavy, Vineland, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 89727—Inter-Cities Dispatch, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate. 
May 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bdg.—Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 21459, Sub. 1—T. H. Jones, Clarks Mills, Pa., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 95796—F. Leon, Sharon, Pa., certificate. 


May 2—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Armes: 
1. & S. 4594—Track material, California to Calexico, Calif. 


May 2—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Hinely: 
* MC F-875—Harris Brothers Transfer Co., purchase, Glosson-Hancock, 
Inc. 


May 2—Sacramento, Calif.—U. S. Court.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 92592 and Sub. 1—G. E. Taylor, Galt, Calif., certificate or permit 
and to extend operations. 


May 2—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 89384—C. W. Kaufmann, General Drayage, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 89467—E. Baer, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 39222, Sub. 1—Union Service Co., St. Louis, extension of opera- 
tion. 


May 2—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bds. 43 and 36: 
MC 34057 and Sub. 1—E. A. Cockreham Transport, Dodge City, Kan., 
certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
MC 71151, Sub. 4—C. E. Jones, Wichita, permit to extend operations. 


May 3—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC. 89822—J. J. Connelly, Binghamton, certificate. 

May 3—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Coyle: 
Ex Parte MC 22—New England motor carrier rates. 


May 3—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-653—Basis for class rates between Dundalk, Md., anr 
south. 


May 3—Columbia, S. C.—Fed. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 100064—Edd Porter, Chester, S. C., certificate. 

May 3—Erie, Pa.—U. S. Court—Examiner Armes: 
28165—National Erie Corp. vs. N. Y. C. 


May 3—Green Bay, Wis.—U. S. Court—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 52419—Jones Transfer Line, Green Bay, certificate or permit. 


May 3—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Brooks and Jt. Bd. 
159: 


MC 32918—L. S. Johnson & Son, Hartford, certificate or permit. 
MC 44027—Connecticut Motor Express, Bridgeport, Conn., certificate 
or permit. 


May 3—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 163: 
MC 1512, Sub. 1—Greyhound Lines, Windsor, Ont., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


May 3—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson: 
MC C-98—Dairy products in the northwest. 
1. & S. M-620—Dairy products, South Dakota to Chicago, Ill. 
1. & S. M-660—Dairy products, Minnesota to Chicago and Milwaukee. 


May 3—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 1976, Sub. 1—J. Newton, Kearny, N. J., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 10197, Sub. 2—Maco Trucking Co., Ridgefield, N. J., certificate 
to extend operations. 
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INTERSTATE OPERATIONS: 
All States 


INTRASTATE OPERATIONS: 


Idaho— Montana—Oregon 
Washington 


PROTECTION FOR C.O.D. SHIPPERS 
In the interest of the shipping public Consolidated has added 
a $1,000.00 C.O.D. Bond effective July 19, 1938, to use in con- 
nection with its participating carriers. 
This Bond is in addition to the $10,000.00 Bond for interstate 
shippers and the $2.500.00 Bond for pees shippers. 
Complete protection—plus service—has always been the aim 
of Consolidated for its many satisfied shippers. 

CHICAGO BRANCH OFFICE 

2400 W. Madison St. A.H. Richards, D. F.A. Hay. 1091 
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ESPONSIBILITY WALKS 


eee Holland 


The intrinsic value of a shipment may be no more than 
pocket change, yet at least two people are very much 
concerned—the shipper and the consignee. When the 
shipment goes “North Western” the responsibility 
becomes ours, and we know only too well that our 


capacity for handling it tells just how good we are. 


Naturally, we insist that the shipper’s wishes be followed 


to the letter. 


GREAT FALLS 
EWISTON 






HELENA 


Fouuines 


‘MINGSto On 
sian 


CHEY ENNEs: 


é 5 saur LAKE City. 





: : 
i @ DENVER 


KANSAS City 


STERN 
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From the Great Lakes to the Pacific Coast 


CONSOLIDATED FREIGHT 


Consolidated Freight Lines celebrates its 10th birthday with a new name— 
SWEETGRass ~~~} CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS. This has been adopted the better to typify 
SHELBY A HAVRE the scope of our freight service to the shippers of the United States. There is 
no change in our system, our personnel or our corporate structure. 
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INQUIRE ABOUT OUR MANY SERVICE FEATURES 





POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Shipments may be 
consigned for distribution to, or in care of, Con- 
solidated Freightways, Inc., at points on its own 
lines. When such shipments are billed to Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., for distribution to points on its 
own lines or beyond, shipper will furnish carrier with 
the distribution sheets at the time of tendering ship- 
ments. Deliveries will be made in accordance with 
the distribution sheets, for which service a charge 


will be made to cover cost of unloading, segregating 
and reloading. 


MEMBER: Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau; Inter- 
mountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau; 
Northwest Tariff Bureau. 

INSURANCE: Cargo, $20,000 per truck and trailer, 
limit $59,000; $3,000 theft. Public Liability 
exceeding State and Federal Requirements. 
Property Damage, limit $50,000. 


CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS, INC. 


Formerly CONSOLIDATED FREIGHT LINES, INC 


Established 1929 
es | 4 Oe Oven 01-10) 1) 
V.-P. in charge of traffic 


COMMON CARRIER 


PORTLAND, OREGON 


ICC Doc. No. 42487 
2029 N. W. QUIMBY ST. 
Tel. Broadway 2474 
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National sales 
—national distribution 


—and P. & P. U. Ry. 


\ 





With sales in Los Angeles and Akron, in Den- 
ver, Birmingham and Sheboygan, the Traffic 
Department is “on the spot.” Customers to- 
day “must have it” right away. National 
distribution sends a large part of a company’s 
materials and products across the country. 
On such shipments, interchange by P. & P. U. 


Ry. at Peoria will be of help. 


Time gained by a fast haul on the part of 
the trunk lines remains a gain through the 
P. & P. U. Ry. interchange; it is made in a 
matter of but a few hours. And ears are han- 
dled carefully by P. & P. U. Repeated checks 


by instrument have proved that. 


Fourteen trunk lines serving all corners of 
the country will bring your products to 
Peoria and P. & P. U. Ry. will speed them 
on their way. National distribution requires 
repeat orders and early delivery helps to get 
them. 








For information write 


E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager 
Union Station, Peoria, Ill. 


PEORIA 4» PEKIN UNION 
RAILWAY COMPANY 


Switching Service Between: 
Peorla & Pekin Union Ry. IMinois Central R. R. 
Alton R. R. Iinois Terminal R. R. Co. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. Inland Waterways Corp. 
Ghteage & Gerth Western fy. Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R 
Chicago & Iilinois Midland Ry. ¥ RPK 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. New York, Chicago & St. Louis R. R. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Pennsylvania R. R. 


Cleve., Cin., Chi. & St. Louis Ry. Peoria Terminal R. R. 
(Peorla & Eastern) Toledo, Peoria & Western R. R. 
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May 3—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 84998—Needham’s Motor Service, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
MC 100048—-H. Werksman, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 

May 3—Pittsburgh, Pa.—-Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 27: 

MC 88831—W. H. Hute, Youngstown, O., contract carrier application. 

May 3—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza-—-Examiner Clifford: 

MC F-814—C. T. English, purchase, C. E. Isom. 

May 3—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: 

MC F-869—Bowen Motor Coaches, lease, Highway Transportation Co. 

May 3—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 

MC 91662—G. Mattesich, Farmington, Calif., certificate or permit 


May 3—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bd. 169: 
MC 94254—R. Doolittle, Priest River, Ida., certificate. 


May 3—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 

MC 90685—L. Dougan, St. Louis, certificate or permit. 

MC 90847—-W. Foster, Auxvasse, Mo., certificate. 

MC 92219—R. Rodgers, Brentwood, Mo., certificate or permit. 
May 3—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

Ex Parte MC 9—In the matter of filing of contracts by contract car- 

riers by motor vehicle. 

Ex Parte MC 27—Central territory contract carrier rates. 
May 3—Wichita, Kan.—Broadview Hotel—Jt. Bd. 43: 

MC 10746, Sub. 3—E. L. Semke, Enid, Okla. 
May 4—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 

MC 100002—B & F Bag Co., Owego, N. Y., certificate. 


May 4—Chicago, II!.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd.—73: 
MC 40004, Sub. 1—Hall’s Express, Inc., Zeeland, Mich., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 4—Columbia, S. C.—Fed. Court—Jt. Bd. 177: 
MC 95765—James Harrison Service, Gaffney, S. C., certificate. 
May 4—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Clifford and Jt. Bd. 16: 
MC F-815—C. T. English, purchase, B. E. Barker et al. 
MC F-817—C. T. English, purchase, L. E. Goff. 
MC F-820—W. A. Johnson, purchase, B. I. Bridgeman. 
May 4—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-847—Southwestern Transportation Co., purchase, W. A. 
son. 
May 4—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 73 and 23: 
MC 89675—W. E. Batchelder, Allegan, Mich., certificate. 
MC 89746—J. Meyette, Pinconning, Mich., permit. 


May 4—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 18585—W. Puzio, Wallington, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 22506—A. Amatrudi, Jersey City, N. J., certificate or permit. 
May 4—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 26013, Subs. 1 and 2—Hockman’s Motor Express, Terre Hill, Pa., 
permit to extend operations. 
MC 100070—R. W. A. Wood, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
May 4—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo and Jt. Bd. 
236 : 
MC 74618 and Sub. 1—Warren Transfer & Storage Co., Warren, Pa., 
certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
May 4—Scranton, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Hendon: 
* MC F-876—H. G. Fowler, purchase, A. S. Thurston. 
* MC F-877—H. G. Fowler, purchase, American Carrier System. 


May 4—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 89961—F. W. Handel, Shafter, Calif., permit. 


May 4—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bds. 79, 81, and 169: 
MC 1545, Sub. 1—Merchants Transfer and Storage, Sandpoint, Ida., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 84531, Sub. 2—Widsteen Gasoline Transport Co., Inc., ElJensburg, 
Wash., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 2862, Sub. 4—Arrow Transportation Co., 
Wash., certificate to extend operations. 


May 4—St. Louis, Mo.—Court and Customs Blidg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 93908—O. Hecker, St. Louis, permit. 
MC 95706—Clendenny Bros., Mozier, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95710—W. Elling, Campbell Hill, lll., certificate. 
MC 59734 and MC 59735-—Ohley Transfer Co., Alton, IIl., 
or permit. 


John- 


Richmond Highlands 


certificate 


May 4—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
1. & S. 4617—Grain to Evansville, Ind., and Henderson, Ky. 
Fourth section application 17779—Coke to Keokuk, Ia. 
May 5—Binghamton, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 71157—White Lake Club Lines, White Lake, N. Y., certificate. 
May 5—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 73: 
MC 29761—G. W. Welch, Gary, Ind., certificate or permit. 
May 5—Columbia, S. C.—Federal Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 84404, Sub. 2—Kelly’s Transfer, Sumter, S. C., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


May 5—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 93899—E. Hendrickson, Ulen, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 93925—E. J. LaCoursiere, Red Lake Falls, Minn., certificate. 
MC 94476—A. M. Anderson, Warren, Minn., certificate or permit. 


May 5—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 57: 
MC 89760—F. C. Livesay, Sandcreek, Mich., certificate. 


May 5—Lynchburg, Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Griffin: 
28167—Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for Lynch 
burg Iron & Metal Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 
May 5—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
1. & S. M-646—Matches—Perth Amboy, N. J., to Philadelphia, Pa. 
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OFFERS 


MODERN FACILITIES ESPECIALLY 
DESIGNED TO EXPEDITE THE SAFE 
HANDLING OF WATERBORNE 
COMMERCE 


Let us offer our assistance in the 
solving of your shipping problems 






























J. Russell Wait 


Director of the Port 
Houston, Texas 
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NEW YORK, 


NEW ORLEANS, 
BOSTON AND 


ST. JOHN, N. B. 
—_——— and ——— -— 

CUBA, JAMAICA, PANAMA, COLOMBIA, COSTA 
RICA, GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, BRITISH 
HONDURAS, NICARAGUA, EL SALVADOR 

also 


WEST COAST PORTS of CENTRAL and SOUTH AMERICA 
and MEXICO (transshipment at CRISTOBAL) 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 


New York....... Pler 3, North River New Orieans..... 321 St. Charles St. 
W. Washington St. St. Jehan, N. B H. E. Kane & Co. 


i] . > 
San Franeisee..... 1001 Fourth Street Lenden, Eng...Caribbean 8.8. Agency 
OGRE. ccccccececcececus Leng Wharf Adelaide House, King Wililam Street 
Also regular weekly {pomenner service and “Guest Cruises”’ 
te the West Indies and Caribbean 






8 a Traffic World 


















PAGE 987 


... IMPORTANT REVISIONS 
IN EXPRESS RATES! 


A new schedule of Railway Express rates is now in 
effect throughout the nation. Charges have been re- 
duced on shipments 21 lbs. or less for all distances, 
and up to 50 Ibs. to many points. 

Convenient RAILWAY EXPRESS provides com- 
plete, top-speed shipping service to buyers, distributors, 
manufacturers in all lines. Low rates include receipts, 
$50 insurance, prompt pick-up and delivery, in all cities 
and principal towns. 

Consult your local Railway Express Agent. He'll 
show you how to apply the new rates efficiently and 
economically to your shipping problems. And for com- 
plete, nation-wide service, merely phone the nearest 
RAILWAY EXPRESS office. 

For super-speed use AIR EXPRESS — 
2500 miles overnight! 


RAILWA¥¢23 
AGENCY \"* INC. 

























1839 <A Century of Service 1939 





















a 
LEMIGH VALLIY 


STARRETT-LEHIGH 
BUILDING 


OUTSTANDING as its dominance over New York's West 
Side midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING 


offers the manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 


e Lehigh Valley R.R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor 
facilities throughout 


eFloor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller 


units may be leased 
e High safety standards—Jow insurance rates 
e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
e Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop. 







INVESTIGATE .... learn what satisfied, 
nationally-known occupants are doing at the 


Starrett-Lehigh Building 


West 26th— West 27th Streets—Ilth to 13th Avenues 
D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street 










Tel.: CHickering 4-5520 


You will 


GET A “KICK” 


—OUT OF FINDING A TARIFF IN 


| AN AUTOMATIC TARIFF FILE 
| BECAUSE:— 


| 1. ITSEASY. The drawer 


is EXPANDED like a 
book—and stays—giving 
9 inches of EXTRA refer. 
ence space. No gadgets 
—no latches—just part 
the tariffs at the point of 
reference. 

. ITS FAST. Entire cover of 
tariff wanted is visible—no 
matter how full the drawer. 
Tariffs are quickly removed and 
accurately replaced 


| @AUTOMATIC Tariff files reduce 


shipping costs. Modern shipping 


| demandsthis economy. Write today. 


| AUTOMATIC FILE & INDEX CO. 


631 WEST WASHINGTON BLVD., CHICAGO, ILL. 


Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 


OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 


From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 


Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


a 


Beaumont’s Barge Terminal 


The new barge terminal, municipally owned and 
operated, provides every modern facility to handle and 
warehouse all types of commodities. The terminal is 
equipped with tracks that permit of direct transfer of 
cargo from barge to railroad cars or trucks, modern loading 
facilities, up-to-date fireproof warehouses, and docking 
space to take care of the river and canal shipping demands 
for many years to come. 


374 Acres Industrial Sites on 34 ft. Channel to the Sea 


PORT of BEAUMONT, TEXAS 


———_O.. L. CAYWOOD, Port Director 


STRENGTH for Protection ! 
COLOR for Attention ! 
THE HINDE & DAUCH PAPER COMPANY 


CORRUGATED SHIPPING BOXES 
EXECUTIVE OFFICES: SANDUSKY, OHIO 





May 5—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bds. 255 and 
199: 


MC 100058—N. Rego, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
MC 100092—A. LaSorte, Wilmington, Del., certificate. 
May 5—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—-Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 30047—Pennsylvania Transfer Co., New Castle, Pa., certificate 
or permit. 
MC 30047, Sub. 1—Pennsylvania Transfer Co., New Castle, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 5—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 73138—Warren Transportation Co., Hayward, Calif., certificate 
or permit. 
May 5—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bd. 169: 
MC 100165—F. Helton, Palouse, Wash., certificate. 
May 5—St. Louis, Mo.—Court and Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135 and Ex- 
aminer Dunn: 
MC 89628—C. Scott, Sullivan, Mo., certificate. 
MC 95718—H. George, Karnak, IIll., permit. 


MC 93739—Hartung Transportation Co., Bourbon, Mo., certificate o: 
permit. 


MC 94270—H. Burnett, St. Louis, permit. 
MC 100052—D. B. Sullivan, St. Louis, permit. 
May 5—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Armes: 
28203—-Donald V. Sotherden vs. N. Y. C. et al. 
May 5—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
17000, Part 4—Rate structure investigation, petroleum and petroleum 
products. 
Fourth section application 17413—Gasoline and kerosene to Alabama. 
May 5—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Aitchison: 
Finance 11040—St. L. S. W. reorganization. 
May 5—Wichita, Kan.—Allis Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 


1. & S. M-648—Burch Truck Line, commodities from and to Wichita, 
Kan. 


|. & S. M-664—Electric batteries and parts, St. Louis, Mo., to Kansas. 
May 6—Ashland, Ky.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 62: 
* MC 100080—O. M. Elam, Jr., Ashland, certificate. 
May 6—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 93928—O. Olson, Waubun, Minn., certificate or permit. 
May 6—Houston, Tex.—Hotel Ben Milam—Examiner Clifford: 
* MC F-883—F. G. Dorsey, control, Union Transfer & Storage Co. 
May 6—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Examiner Harrison: 
1. & S. M-636—Consolidated Freight Co., commodities from Flint, 
Mich. 
May 6—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 69116—Spector Motor Service, Inc., New Britain, Conn., cer- 
tificate. 
May 6—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 100017—R. F. Swisher, Upper Darby, Pa., permit. 
May 6—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 31486, Sub. 1—W. A. Shields, Steubenville, O., permit to extend 
operations. 
May 6—Spokane, Wash.—Davenport Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 95793—Rosalia Transfer, Rosalia, Wash., certificate. 
May 6—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 92675—U. S. Express and Hauling, St. Louis, certificate or permit. 
May 6—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Blidg.—Jt. Bd. 195: 
* MC 58975, Sub. 3—Karns Brothers, Pittsburg, Kan., permit to ex- 
tend operatiohs. 
May 8—Baltimore, Md.—Assn. of Com.—Examiner Colvin: 
* 1. & S. M-680—Baltimore-Trenton Line, Inc., motor-water rates. 
May 8—Chicago, IIIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 


MC 59762—Advance Transportation Co., of Illinois, Inc., Chicago, IIl., 
certificate or permit. 


May 8—Chicago, II|.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
28174—-Goldman Trading Corporation vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
28198—Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 
May 8—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Johnson: 
28231—Walter Verhalen Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
May 8—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 44790, Sub. 2—C. Maughan, Moorhead, Minn., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 93999—G. Visser, Ada, Minn., certificate or permit. 


May 8—Greenville, S. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 131 and 177: 


MC 71737, Sub. 1—H. G. Henson, Spartanburg, S. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 


MC 89933—Frank Calvin Moon, Greenville, S. C., permit. 


May 8—Hartford, Conn.—State Comm.—Examiner Coyle: 
Ex Parte MC 22—New England motor carrier rates. 


May 8—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Griffin: 
28175—Rex Jellico Coal Co. et al. vs. L. & N. 


May 8—Lansing, Mich.—State Comm.—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 30897—Consolidated Freight Co., Saginaw, Mich., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 35628—Interstate Motor Freight System, Inc., Detroit, certificate. 
MC 94350—Sheldon Driveaway Service, Saginaw, Mich., certificate. 
MC 35628, Sub. 1—Interstate Motor Freight System, Inc., Grand 
Rapids, Mich., certificate to extend operations. 


May 8—Lewiston, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 49: 
MC 2209, Sub. 1—Clearwater Transportation Co., Lewiston. 


MC 5041, Sub. 1—Gaffney Stage Lines, Orofino, Ida., certificate to 
extend operations. 

















AMERICAN-HAWAII 


PANAMA TRANSIT 


An American-Hawaliian 
freighter made the first 


commercial Panama = 


Canal transit in Augu 





1914. Today, a quarter of 


a century later, American- 


Hawaiian freighters 


make some 320 transits 
a year, which is why the 
company is also known as 
the Panama Canal Line. 
When you think of inter- 
coastal transportation, 
think of American- 
Hawaiian, and ship 
when you are ready. 





















EAMSHIP COMPANY 


ATLANTIC 
LINE 


Coastwise Steamer Service via Gulf 


Weekly sailings between all ports 


Two sailings weekly between New York, 
New Orleans and Mobile 


a 
Thru Rates and Routes BOSTON i 
NEW BEDFORD 


Atlantic Seaboard Territory—Southwest 
Southeast—Mississippi Valley 
; A 


Eastern Trunk Line—C. F. A.— 
New England—Canada 


% 
Between Tampa and Western Trunk Iine 
—Rocky Mountain Territory 


Refrigerated Service Forwarders Service 
Package Cars Passengers 


Branch Offices: 


New York, Philadelphia, Boston, New Bed- 
ford, Baltimore, Camden (N. J.), New 
Orleans, Mobile, Panama City (Fla.), 
Tampa, Pensacola, Rochester, Toronto, 


Pittsburgh, Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, 
Dallas, Shreveport, Birmingham, Selma, 
Atlanta, San Francisco, Houston. oz 


STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 


General Offices: h aeetA —_ PORTS 
MOBILE = SERVED 


ALABAMA 5 { via connections 








AS. 


